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' | 
prove to me that it cannot be done in ey | railroad. You have got half a dozen railroads in } defense, and without any fortifications, if a Pa- 
that does not prove you can do itin a State. As |, the States now for that purpose. It is true they |} cific railroad can be made into California it ought 
far as a State is concerned, I said before, and 1 | are but a few yards long. Why? Because it is || to extend to Portand; but I do not think that a 
say again, that that question was debated for | only a few yards from your building-house to || railroad can be built, in the condition in which 
thirty years; and thirty years ago it was settled. || where you are going to launch your ship; but you || the ee is now. 

As to the Territories, the “question was not de- | make it just as far as it is necessary to perform || _ I am fully impressed with the soundness of the 

bated. Still, Congress has gone on many times, | the object required by the Constitution. If we || doctrine held by the Senator from Ohio and the 

: as the Senator from Missouri truly said, to make || were at war now, and it was necessary to trans- | Senator from Louisiana, upon the powers of the 

, military roads. If you will show me that this || port troops over a mountain that was impassable, || Government. Still, lam hardly sausfied that this 

l road is of a military character, so far as it goes || we should have a right to appropriate ten, fifty, || work may not be done as necessary for defenses 

i through the Territories, I may submit ‘to prece- || or a hundred millions to make a road across that | of the country. But, as the Senator from Ohio 

i dents; and I certainly will submit to them where |} mountain in order to transport the troops. You || says, there is no use in concealing this thing— 

> the nature of the soil is such that probably there || have got the power to make roads, to make wag- || there is no use in whipping around the stump, the 

f never would be any fixed population. I have | ons, or buy them, or to do any other act neces- | object of this bill is to make arailroad. I have 

, not yet said that I believed it was strictly consti- | sary to national defense. The only question is || always been in favor of a railroad, and of making 

: tutional to make it through the Territories. On || whether itis necessary. I repeat that it is neces- || an appropriation or donation of lands for the pur- 

y the contrary, if it were a new question, I should | sary from the Missouri river to the Pacific ocean. || pose; that had been donein many cases; this could 

n stand in very great doubt. Ou that I submit to || [tis very convenient on this side, but not neces- || be done now, for the road within the States, and 

t precedents; but as to the States, | have no doubt. |) sary to the national defense. || many in the Territories. To say that we are not 

y Mr. DOUGLAS. One word only. The Sen- || Mr.GWIN. I am very much astonished to || appropriating money for the construction of a rail- 

: ator now comes to the point; and not being able || hear the Senator from Ohio quoting the fathers, || road is to endeavor to deceive ourselves and to 

. to show any authority in a Territory that does || especially the leaders of the Ssestielle party, || deceive the country. I do not like that way of 

r- not exist in a State || against the right to construct a military road || dealing. [ like to deal plainly, honestly, and truth- 

8 Mr. PUGH. I thought the Senator was going || through a State. Why, Mr. President, in Jeffer- }| fully; then why not say that this appropriation 

id toshow it. He is a supporter of the bill. I stand || son’s administration they appropriated money || is for making a railroad? Have we the power to 
1. on the defensive. || outof the Treasury to build military roads shesligh || doit? The Senator from Illinois says we have. 

3- Mr. DOUGLAS. What I assert, then, is that |! the States. ° } The Senator from Ohio and the Senator from 

ld the power adequate to do it in the Territories is tf Mr. PUGH. Where? || Louisiana, as well as the Senator from Missouri, 
” adequate todo it inthe States. No man hasbeen || Mr.GWIN. Through Georgia and Tennes- || think we have not. I have very great doubt about 

in able to show the distinction. The proposition of || see, going to Louisiana; and 1 can give him au- || it myself. 

n- the Senator from Louisiana now is to limit this to || thority after authority, and will turn to the very || — As fully as I am convinced of the necessity of 
he the Territories of the United States; that is, it || line where the very fathers of the Democratic || doing something to place Oregon in a state of 
he admits the propriety of an appropriation in the | party have made such appropriations. | defense, still Lam not satisfied that we have the 
Lat Territories, and denies it in the States. Ididnot |} Mr. DOUGLAS. My friend from California || power in advance of troubles to do it. I would 
ne go on to demonstrate the necessity of the power |) will allow me to, remind him that they appro- || doanything and everything that was in my power 
fa in the Territories, for the reason that it stood con- |) priated for the national road from Cumberland, in || to secure the making of a railroad to that portion 
of fessed. I went on to show, when confessed in the || Maryland, and from Maryland through Virginia, || of our country. If this amendment shall be 
ly, Territories that that carried with it the right in |) through Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois. | adopted to stop the appropriations at the eastern 
tes the States; and touched only on that point. | Mr. PUGH. I can get the cases and prove that || boundary of California, then I will ask an appro- 
er- 3ut what I rose to answer was this: the Sena- || the Senators are mistaken in every one of them. || priation of land in alternate sections of sufficient 
ity tor from Ohio says if I can show the necessity of || Mr.GWIN. There is no mistake in what I || value to make the road within California to the 
und this road for military purposes in the Territories, || say. They appropriated money foraroad through || navigable waters of the Sacramento, and then a 

he will vote for it. Sir, if I did not believe it || Georgia and ‘Tennessee, and got the money out | like appropriation of land to continue the work 
nis- was necessary for military purposes, | would not || of the Treasury—Mr. Jefferson himself propos- | into Oregon. 

ion vote for it. I do not believe = ean defend || ing the law, which passed Congress, and using it |} Mr. PUGH. I hope my friend does not un- 
s of the Pacific coast without this Pacific railroad. || for a road. I could refer to the laws, if I had an || derstand me as opposing the appropriation of 
dto Whenever you have an Indian war, it costs you || opportunity to do so; and if I had expected a de- alternate sections. I am willing to give them to 
was more for transportation than it would to make a || bate on this subject, | would have had them before || California, Oregon, or any other State where we 
\ose road to transportiton. The few months that you || me. || have public lands. 

He were in war with the Mormons costaimostasmuch || ‘The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Bicier | Mr. LANE. Then the safest way, according 
nore as it would to make a railroad half that distance. |) in the chair.) The question is on the amendment || to my judgment, is to adopt the amendment of 
3 oF Mr. PUGH. How can the Senator say that? || offered by the Senator from Louisiana to the || the Senator from Louisiana, and stop the appro- 
ville We only appropriated $10,000,000 for that war, || amendment of the Senator from Oregon. || priation of money at the eastern border of that 
ould and here is a bill appropriating $96,000,000. | Mr. LATHAM. lL callfor the yeas and nays || State, and then provide an aproppriation or dona- 
yndi- Mr. DOUGLAS. Iwillshowhimhow. Here || on that amendment. || tion of land sufficient to make the road to San 
ond is a bill for $96,000,000; but this bill is for two || The yeas and nays were ordered. | Francisco, and to continue it to Portland, in 
rt of railroads clear across to the Pacific. | Mr. LANE. Mr. President, 1 shall vote in || Oregon. I will vote with the Senator for that 
x the Mr. PUGH. It appropriates $36,000,000 for favor of thisamendment. My mind is very clear | amendment, upon the conviction that we have not 
ns of one, and the rest for the other. |, upon this question. I am satisfied that Congress || the power, “inlets it was in case of war, and ne- 
them Mr. DOUGLAS. The billis for two lines clear || has no power to make any system of internal || cessary for the immediate defense of the country, 
much across to the Pacific. Salt Lake is oniy half way || improvement within the States. I believe it only | to appropriate the money of the whole people of 
s that on one of the lines, and that half would be the || has the power in the Territories for necessary || the United States for the purpose of making a 
- that cheapest part of the road. The first eight hun- || military purposes, for the defense of the country. || railroad in any State. 

. that died miles of this road going to Salt Lake can be || Now I am anxious fora Pacific railroad. Iwant || The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
ill its made very cheap indeed. ‘The expense is on the |} it to extend through California into Oregon; and || resulted—yeas 22, nays 29; as follows: 

- that mountainous part beyond. | | am sure itis practicable, if the road can be made || YEAS—Messrs. Bayar, Benjamin, Bragg, Bright, Cling- 
bject; But, sir, I did not intend to go into that sub- \| to the Sacramento river, to make iton to Portland, eo et  paaalcie, Went, Toe, tee 
petual ject. The point is this: is this road necessary | in Oregon. If it is right, if it is necessary for the | Pugh, Rice, Saulsbury, Sebastian, Slidell, oni Melemmatonlt 
. and for national defense? It is convenient for com- || defense of the country, to make the road to the || —»2, 

m Illi- merce; itis convenient for postal arrangements; it || Sacramento, then it is necessary to make it into || NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bigler, Bingham, Cam 
dy is is convenient for other purposes; and I hold it || Oregon. Millions have been appropriated and || ¢f, Chandler, Clark, Collamer, Dixon, Doolittle, Doug- 
noth- is essential for national defense. It is essential, || expended for the purpose of placing California las, Durkee, Fessenden, Fitch, Foot, Foster, Gwin, Hale, 

if we are to have foreign wars, in order to protect 


a ying 


| in a state of defense. Its great harbor, the har- || 


King, Latham, Morrill, Seward, Simmons, Sumner, ‘len 


. > 3, In a t } | Eyck, Wade, Wigtall, Wilkinsun, anu Wilson—29. 

» them tees oon. It is essential, rere have } bor of -. k emietanes pag fe wen pees '| So the amendment was rejected. 

trans- Andian wars. 1S an Cconomical Mode Of Carry- |; aS any harbor in the nitec ates. JNOt one > “o% : 5 5 
nd you ing on the Government operations. This is ca || dollar has ever been appropriated or laid out for | ; aon BRAGG. I move that the Senate do now 
friend only a contract that we have the power to make, || defense in Oregon. There is not a fortification or || Mr. BIGLER I hove the Senat ‘iM give 
» fore- but it isan easy, cheap, and judicious contract for || a single work of defensethere. Nothing hasever 2 sh a a "Tl de al r mt besa tan 
» after- the Government, even in a money point of view. || been done by this Government to place that por- a ti 2 a . on ae ee me mo 

_One word more, and I am done. I do not admit, || tion of our country in a state of defense in the || ie BRAGG. | withd he eitoel 

noney sir, that we could not even make the road ina || event of war. The fortifications at San Francisco aes s . Wane the moter tor mat 
m Illi- State if absolutely necessary for national defense. || were not necessary at the time they were built, porpose. a 

in the Wherever a‘fort is necessary, you have the right ||.-but they may be; and’ it was right and proper that || EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
re | to make itin a State. Wherevera navy-yard is || they should be constructed, in order thattheGov- | On motion of Mr. BIGLER, the Senate pro- 
sresses necessary, you have a right to make it in a State. || ernment might be able to defend that entrance || ceeded to the consideration of executive business; 
Lestion herever a railroad is necessary from your navy- || and protect that harbor. It is manifest, I think, || and after some time spent therein, the doors wer 
u may yard to float a ship into the water, you make the || 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tucrspay, January 17, 186). 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication fromthe War Department, submitting 
an estimate, amounting to $709,435, to cover the 
expenses of Indian hostilities during the current 
year, and recommending an appropriation to that 
amount; which was referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

Also, a communication from the same Depart- 
ment, transmitting, in pursuance of the law of 
1820, the amount of appropriations applicable *to 
the service of the War Department for the year 
1859-60; the amount drawn from the Treasury on 
requisition of the War Department, during the 
same period; with the balance carried to the sur- 
plus fund during the same year; which was laid 
on the table, and ordered to be printed. 


_ THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


|| object of the resolution. I think it is to author- 


Also, 2 communication from the same Depart- | 


ment, in compliance with the act of 1796, trans- 
mitting a statement of the expenses of the national 
armories, in the manufacture of armsand append- 
ages, for the year ending June 30, 1860; which 
was laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Also, a communication from the same Depart- 
ment, transmitting, in compliance with resolu- 
tions of the House of Representatives of January 


} 


29, 1830, and August 30, 1842, two hundred and i} 


seventy-five copies of the Army Register for the 
present year; which was laid on the table, and 
ordered to be printed, 

NEWSPAPERS FOR MEMBERS. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. 
consent of the House to offer the following reso- 
lution. 1 will state thatthe money has been paid, 
and this is necessary for the protection of the 
Clerk: 

Resolved, Thatthe amount for newspapers for members 
and Delegates be the same for this as for the last Congress, 
and continue the same until otherwise ordered. 

The resolution was received by unanimous 
consent, and adopted. 

Mr. BURCH. fall forthe special order of 
business. 

GEORGE Il. GIDDINGS. 


Mr. ADAMS, of Kentucky. I ask the unani- 
mous consent of the House to permit me to re- 
orl, from the Committee on the Post Office and 
Pos: Roads, a joint resolution for the benefit of 
George H. Giddings, of Texas. 

The joint resolution was read. It provides for 
payment to George H. Giddings of the amount 
contained in the order of the late Postmaster Gen- 
eral Brown, in 1858, for mail services performed 
by him on route 8076, provided that said sum shall 
be received by him as payment in full of all de- 
mands against the United States Government. 

Mr. THOMAS. If it is proposed to report 
this joint resolution for the purpose of reference, 
LT have no objection. If otherwise, | must object. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Kentucky. I desire to say to 
the gentleman from Tennessee that this resolution 
is reported unanimously by the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. Such bills have 
passed the House over and over again by a two- 
thirds vote, It is merely to pay to this party what 
is due him under his contract. 1 hope the gen- 
tleman will not object. 

Mr. THOMAS. Very well; let it go. 

The joint resolution was then reported, no ob- 
jection being made, received its several readings, 
and was passed. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Kentucky, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the joint resolution was 
passed; and also moved to lay the motion to 
reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


COMMODORE PAULDING. 


Mr. POTTLE. lask the unanimous consent 
of the House to report, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, a joint resolution to authorize Com- 
modore H. Paulding to accept a sword and grant 
of land from the Government of Nicaragua. 

Mr. HINDMAN. I object. . 

Mr. POTTLE. 
object until he has heard it read, and knows what 
it 1s, 


Mr. HINDMAN. I think I understand the 


I ask the 


1 hope the gentleman will not | 


| tered into by both sides of the House. 


ize Commodore Paulding to receive a sword and 
grant of land for having acted in the capacity of | 
a constable in the arrest of Walker. 

Mr. POTTLE. The gentleman has misunder- 
stood the character of the proposition. The ob- 
ject is to authorize Commodore Paulding to re- | 
ceive these grants in consideration of meritorious 
services. 

Mr. HINDMAN. I donot propose to go into 
a discussion of the conduct of Commodore Paul- 
ding. I am one of those who condemned the con- 
duct of Commodore Paulding then, and who con- 
demn itnow. IL object, therefore, to the reception 
of the resolution. 

FRANKLIN TORRY. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported that they had examined and 
found truly enrolled an act (H.R. No. 935) for | 
the relief of Franklin Torry; when the Speaker | 
signed the same. 

UNION DEMONSTRATION. 

Mr. CLEMENS. Mr. Speaker, I ask the | 
unanimous consent of the House to presenta me- | 
morial, signed by twenty-eight hundred citizens | 
of my congressional district, in the counties of 
Hancock, Brooke, Ohio, Marshall, Wetzel, and | 
‘Taylor, in favor of the adjustment of the existing 
difficulties in regard to slavery in the Union, and | 
not out of it. I move that the memorial be laid | 
upon the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

INDIAN IOSTILITIES. 

Mr. BURCH. Idemand that the House pro- | 
eeed to the consideration of the special order for | 
this day. 

The SPEAKER. The gpecial order for this 
day is the consideration of House bill No. 299, 


for the payment of expenses incurred in the sup- | 
pression of Indian hostilities in the State of Cal- | 


ifornia, 


Mr. SHERMAN. I 


consideration of that special order be postponed || 


until Saturday next; and on that motion | demand 
the previous question. I want to have the arrange- 
ment entered into for debate in the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union on the Army 
bill carried out in good faith. 
gentleman from California will not object to the 
postponement I suggest. 

Mr. BURCH. 
further consideration of the special order for this 
day shall be postponed, provided it is the under- 
standing of the House that we shall have a ses- 
sion on Saturday next. Otherwise I cannot con- 
sent to it. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. 
vate bill day. 

Mr. BURCH. Butitis not objection day. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The bill that has been made 
the special order for this day is really a private bill. 

Mr. BURCH. I send to the Clerk’s table a 
resolution which I think will cover the case. I 
ask that it be read. 

The Clerk read, as follows; . 

Resolved, ‘That the further consideration of the special 
order set down for this day, to wit: House bill No. 290, for 
the payment of expenses incurred in the suppression of In- 
dian hostilities in the State of California, be postponed 
until, and made the special order for, Saturday next, if the 
House then shall be in session, and if not, then for Wed- 
nesday of next week. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not object to the adop- 
tion of that resolution. I call for the previous 
question on its adoption. 

The call for the previous question was sec- 
onded, and the main question ordered. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I object. Monday next is 
set apart for the consideration of the report of the 
select committee of thirty-three as the special 
order, and that special order is to be considere 
from day to day until disposed of. No one doubts 
that it will go over beyond Wednesday. I object 
to the resolution. 

Mr. BURCH. This bill is the special order for 
to-day, and I have offered the resolution post- 
poning its further consideration, with a view that 


I object. 


_ the debate on the existing condition of the coun- 


try may be continued under the arrangement en- 
j I am 
unwilling to let the special order for to-day be 
postponed, unless some day be fixed when it can 
be taken up and acted on. 


Mr. MAYNARD, Then let it be postponed 


I trust that the | 


1 am perfectly willing tlat the | 


Saturday is pri- || 





January 17, 


until after the report of the select committec 
thirty-three has been disposed of. 
| Mr? BURCH. I cannot consent to that. 

The question was taken; and the 
adopted. 

Mr. MAYNARD. In what manner did 1) 
Chair propound the guestion on the re solution ¢ 
the gentleman from California? 1 am sure } jy. 
terposed an objection to the introduction of the 
resolution in time. > 

The SPEAK ER. The resolution was in order: 
and a single objection could not preventsits ji oe 
duction. ‘The bill is the special order for this day 
and a motion for its postponement is in ord: . a 

Mr. MAYNARD. The House made the r 
port of the select committee of thirty-three the 
special order—that is, conditionally—for Wod- 

nesday next. I ask the Chair whether there can 
' be two special orders for the same day. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes that 
the House may make two special orders for tho 
same day. When the day arrives it will be time 
to determine which takes precedence. 

Mr. BURCH. This California bill take 3 pre- 
cedence of the other special orders, for it is the 
special order for this day. I move to reconsidey 
the vote by which the resolution was adopted ; 


of 


resolution was 


’ 


and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
Jaid upon the table. 
| The latter motion was agreed to. 
| Mr. BURCH. I have another resolution to 
offer in connection with this bill. 
that some extra copies of it should be printed, 
There are not enough of them, and I wanta copy 
for each member, in order that all may know its 
contents. 
The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 
Resolved, That three hundred additional copies of House 
bill No. 299, for the payment of expenses incurred in 1 
suppression of Indian hostilities in the State of California, 
be printed for the use of this House. 
| 


| The SPEAKER. The resolution, under the 


It is necessary 


move that the further || rules, will go to the Committtee on Printing. 


It was referred accordingly. 
\| STATE OF THE UNION. 
Mr. WEBSTER. Lask the unanimous con- 
|, sent of the House for leave to present thie petition 
of citizens of Wetherville, Baltimore county, in 
| my district, praying for the adoption of the Crit- 
tenden resolutions of compromise. I will add that 
the prayer of this petition represents the wishes 
| of the people of all parties in my district. 
| The petition was laid upon the table. 
1} 
1 RAILROADS IN KANSAS, ETC. 
|| Mr. VANDEVER. [ask the unanimous con- 
| 


sent of the House for leave to move the printing 


1] 


| of a bill granting alternate sections of the pul 
| land to aid in the construction of certain railroad 
| in the Territory or future State of Kansas, and the 
|| Territory of Nebraska, and in the State of Cali- 
fornia, which the Committee on Public Lands 
propose to report at some future day. 

There was no objection; and the bill was ac- 
cordingly ordered to be printed. 


: CORRECTION. 
Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I perceive that | am 


reported in the Globe to have stated, on yest rday, 
|, in answer to a question as to the action of the Ohio 
|| Legislature about returning persons, held to ser- 
| vice, fleeing from one State to another, that ei 
|| think the laws they have on that subject are sufi- 
|| cient.”?> I was misunderstood. 1 said this: that 
|| a law had been introduced for the purpose of cor- 
| recting our error in that respect, and I hoped it 
| would be passed. 
|| [wish to correct another mistake. I stated that 
|| the Legislature had passed the resolutions I re- 
| ferred to unanimously. That isa mistake. The 
|| Senate passed them unanimously, and the House 
passed most of them unanimously. There wer 
dissenting voices on some of the resolutions. 
| Mr. JONES. -While my friend 1s correcting 
| mistakes, he had better correct them all. I un 
|| derstood him to say yesterday that the Legis!*- 
'| ture of Ohio was taking measures to reform the! 
|| unfriendly legislation. T saw in the papers of this 
|| morning that that Legislature had postponed th: 
|| repeal of the personal liberty bills indefinitely. }s 
|, that the reformation he spoke of? 
|| Mr. COX. The gentleman is laboring under s 
mistake. ‘A personal liberty bill was passed 1" 


|| 1856, by a Republican Legislature. The Demo 


| 
| 
| 
| 
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cratic Legislature of 1857 repealed it. The Re- 


ublican Legislature of 1858 reénacted it. It was 
penaing inthe Legislature of this year, and the 
vote referred to by the gentleman from Georgia 
was to break down the whole concern. The bill, 
sir, was indefinitely postponed—that personal lib- 
erty bill was killed by the action of the present 
House of Representatives of Ohio. 
MOSES MEEKER. 
Mr. WASHBURN, of Wisconsin. 1 ask the 


unanimous consent of the House for leave to dis- 


charge the Committee of the Whole House on | 
the Private Calendar from the further considera- | 


tionof House bill No. 341, for the relief of Moses 
Meeker, and that it be taken up and put on its 
passage. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read in extenso. It instructs the 
Secretary of the Treasury to ascertain, as in the 
case of John P. B. and Henry Gratiot, what 


amount, if any, of rent was exacted by the United | 


States agents of lead mines from Moses Meeker 
for lead mined and smelted upon the lands of the 
Ottawa, Pottawatomie, Chippewa, Winnebago, 


or other tribes of Indians, prior to the purchase | 


thereof by the United States,and pay such amount 
as may be legally proved to have been actually 
paid by Moses Meeker to such agents of the Uni- 


ted States, to Moses Meeker or his legal repre- 


sentatives, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Wisconsin, moved to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid upon the table. 

‘The latter motion was agreed to. 


ARMY BILL. 

Mr. SHERMAN moved that the rules be sus- 
pended, and the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
on the Army bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 


We find that when the first rough draft of the 
Constitution was submitted for discussion, it gave 
Congress the power to abolish the slave trade any 
time after 1800. A proposition was then made 
that that trade should be extended to 1808. Ma- 
ryland and Virginia voted against thatextension. 
A distinguished member of that convention from 
Connecticut (Roger Sherman) said that the south- 


| ern States were essential for their welfare, and 


The House accordingly resolved itself into the || 


Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Wasusurne, of Illinois, in the chair.) 


The CHAIRMAN stated that the question be- | 


fore the committee was the Army bill, and that 


the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Tuomas] 


was entitled to the floor.. 
Mr. THOMAS. The object of our discussion 


in the House should be to promote the general | 


welfare of the country. To effect that object, a 
harmonious feeling should predominate, if possi- 
ble; but I must say that the character of the debate 
which has preceded has not been to my taste. 


Yet, sir, we must conform ourselves to the cir- | 


cumstances by which we are surrounded; and, | 


with a view of discharging my duty, I desire to 


that they would rather tolerate the slave trade 
than part with two States—Georgia and South 
Carolina; and on a vote upon the proposition to 
extend the slave trade eight years, New Hamp- 
shire, Massachusetts, and Connecticut voted to 
give that extension, and, by their votes, the prop- 
osition was carried, and the slave trade extended 
eight years beyond the time to which some of the 
slave States contended it should be limited. And 
now what do we see upon this occasion? Nota 
single member from cither of those three States will 
tolerate a southern State in removing one single 
one of those slaves, or their descendants, which 
were imported during those eight years, into 
any one of our Territories. But we pass on. We 
find that those fathers accommodated this matter 
among themselves; and they established a Con- 
stitution which has eminently served its purposes 
for nearly three quarters of a century. 

What ts the history of the Government after- 
wards? Your Washington, your first and greatest 
President, approved and signed bills to appre- 
hend fugitive slaves, and to admit slave States 
into the Union. 
Adams, of Massachusetts, approved and signed 
a fugitive slave bill for the District of Columbia, 
and bills recognizing slavery in the southwestern 
Territory. Your Jefferson acquired the Terri- 
tory of Louisiana, with its slave property, and he 
signed and approved a bill to regulate the coast 
slave trade, by which slaves were permitted to be 
taken from one section of the Union to another 
for sale. And, sir, every President up to the pres- 
ent hour has approved and signed bills m con- 


formity to the views which are contended for upon 
the part of the South; and it is only within the | 
last few years that this opposition to the institu. | 


tion of the South has advanced to its present for- 
midable and threatening position. And why is it? 
it may be traced back.to a morbid—pardon me, 
for intend to say nothing intentionally offensive— 
but, in my judgment, it may be traced back toa 
morbid sensitiveness upon the part of the north- 
ern mind upon this subject. This hostility to 
slavery at its origin attracted little attention at the 
North, and few gave countenance to it; but it 
gradually got into the school-houses, into the 
school-books, into the pulpit, and into all the va- 
rious modes of education, and into all the means 
used in the formation of the moral sentiments of 
the people. It has been continued; and the pres- 


| ent generation have been brought up and edu- 


submit some remarks to the consideration of the || 


committee, upon the subject which now so seri- 
ously engrosses public atiention. 

This question of slavery has ever been trouble- 
some to this country. Yet our fathers were en- 


abled to dispose of it, and to dispose of it in such || 


& way as to secure, not only our liberties, but the 
establishment of a Government which has led to 
a happiness and prosperity of our people unex- 
ampled in the history of the human family. When 
the Declaration of Independence was framed, 


every State of this Union wasa slaveholding State. | 
They went through that war, and this trouble- | 


some question troubled not the council, the camp, 
or the battle-field. We conducted that war to a 


successful termination, and totheestablishment of | 
In process of time, when our | 


our independence. 
convention assembled to establish a constitution, 


we had twelve slave States and but one free State. | 
There was then in the nerthern mind a hostility | 


to slavery. 


We frequently hear from the other side of this | 


Chamber, the position taken that they want to 
bring back this Government to the principles of 
its fathers. It would be well for those gentlemen 
who desire to effect that object, to look to the 
spirit which actuated those wise and patriotic 
fathers of ours while assembled in convention. 





What do we find them doing then? Why, sir, | 


the slave trade'was then in existence, and.was || 


tolerate 


Some southern States were averse to its abolition. | 


cated from the nursery in a feeling of hostility to 
this institution, which was thus tolerated by the 
fathers of the Revolution in every State of the 
Union. This system of education has gone on 


until a large majority of the people of the North | 


have grown up to manhood under such influences. 

And what is the result? It has formed political 
associations, and a political party which now pro- 
poses to take control of the Government of the 
country, and to do it upon the one single, isolated 
idea of hostility to southern institutions. In 1856, 
this pariy first assumed a prominent and threat- 
ening attitude toward the South. And what do 
we find them declaring upon that occasion? When 


they formed the Republican party, in 1856, they | 


formed it without regard to past political differ- 
ences and divisions. When they came to lay 
down their principles, they announced thatas their 
cardinal doctrine. In that body we find men who 
had been Whigs, Democrats, and Americans; 
men who had belonged to all the political parties 
of the country; but ail their past party predilec- 
tions were to be laid aside, and the new party, 
without regard to them, was to be formed. It 
was so formed, and their declaration was: 

** Resolved, That the Constitution confers upon Congress 


| sovereign power over the Territories of the United States 
| for their government, and in the exercise of that power, it 
| is both the right and the duty of Congress to prolubit in all 


} 


the Territories the twin relics of barbarism—polygamy and 
slavery.”’ 


In 1860 the same party again laid down their 


d by many of the States of thi¢ Union, and | platform; which was as follows: 


8. That the normal condition of all the territory of the 
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| United States is that of freedom. ‘That as our republican 


fathers, when they had abolished slavery in all our national 


| territory, ordained that‘ no person should be deprived of 


life, liberty, or property, without due process of law,’ it 
becomes our duty, by legislation, whenever such legista 
tton is necessary, to maintain this provision of the Const! 
tution against all attempts to violate it; and we deny the 
authority of Congress, ot a Tetritorial Legislatwre, or of any 


| individuals, to give legal existence to slavery in any Terri- 


tory of the United States.” 


When that party, in 1860, in convention, came 
te look out for a representative of the principles 


which they intended to inaugurate in the Govern- 


ment, provided they succeeded, it looked all over 


the country for such an individual. The two 


| most prominent and eminent men who presented 
' themselves for that nomination were Hon. Mr. 


Seward, of New York, and Mr. Lincoln, of the 
State of Hlinois. Upon the first ballot Mr. Sew- 
ard received a large plurality of the votes. But 
he was not nominated; and Mr. Lincoln was 


| finally unanimously nominated and elected by 
| that party; and it is now openly declared to the 


country that the former gentleman, Mr. Seward, 
is tobe the prime ministermf Mr. Lincoln, the 


| successful candidate of the Republican party for 


President. These gentlemen owe their elevation 
to office to their opposition to southern institu- 
tions. They were selected and voted for, not for 


| personal predilections, but for their devotion to 


were. 


the doctrines which they were known to have 
advocated, and for opinions they were known to 
entertain. 

Now, I call the attention of the committee and 
of the country to what, in brief, these opinions 
Mr. Seward declares: 

* Slavery can be limited to its present bounds; itcan be 
ameliorated; it can be, and it must be abolished, and you 
and [ can and must do it. The task is as simple and easy 
as its consummation will be beneficent, and its rewards 
glowing. It only requires to follow this simpie rule of ae 
tion: to do everywhere and on every occasion what we 
can, and not to neglect or refuse to do what we can, at any 


| time, because at that precise time, and on that particular 


| oceasion, we cannot do more, 
| possibilities.*’ * * " * 


Circumstances determine 
** Extend a cordial 


| welcome to the fugitive who lays his weary limbs at your 


door, and defend him as you would your paternal gods, 
“Correct your own error that slavery has any constitu- 


| tional guarantees which may not be released, and ought not 


| toberelinquished.”? * 7 r - 


* You will soon 
bring the parties of the country into an effective aggression 
upon slavery.”? 

Again, he declares: 

‘© What a commentary upon the history of man is the fact, 


| that eighteen years after the death of John Quiney Adams, 
| the people have for their standard-bearer Abraham Lincoln, 


| another man without the other man’s consent. 


contessing the obligations of the higher law, which the sage 
of Quiney proclaimed, and contending, for weal or woe, for 
lite or death, in the irrepressible conflict between freedom 
and slavery. I desire only to say that we are in the last 
stage ot the conflict, before the great triumphal inauguration 
ot this policy into the Government of the United States.” 

Now, sir, Mr. Seward was the highest candi- 
date on the first ballot, and is to be the prime 
minister of the incoming Administration. We 
now come to the declaration of the candidate who 
was ultimately nominated unanimously by that 
convention, What does Mr. Lincoln declare? 
And it is such declarations as these that have 
given him his present high position in the coun- 
try. He says: 

‘* What I do say is, that no man is good enough to govern 
I say this is 


| the leading principle, the suereT ancuor of American Re 


publicanism.”? 

Again, in Chicago, on the 10th of July, 1858, 
he said: 

** 1 should like to know if, taking the old Declaration of 


| Independence, which declares that all men are equal upon 


principle, and making exceptions to it, where will it stop? 
If one man says itdoes not mean a negro, why not another 
say it does not mean some other man? If that declaration 
is not the truth, let us get the statute-book in which we find 
it, and tear it out. Who is so bold as to do it? If it is not 
true, let us tear it out. (Cries of ‘Nol? *No!} Let us 
stick to it, then; let us stand firmly by it, then.” = * * 
* * Let us discard all this quibbling about this man 
and the other ian—this race and that race and the other 
race being inferior, and therefore they must be placed in an 
inferior position—discarding the standard that we have leit 


| us. Let us discard all these things, and unite as one people 


throughout this land until we shall once more stand up de- 
claring that all men are created equal.” * = . . 


**T leave you, hoping that the lamp of liberty will burn in 
your bosom until there shall no longer be a doubt that all 
men are created free and equal.’? 

Now, sir, here we have placed before us the 
ground on which this eandidate was presented 
for election. And what is it? It is not that he 
cither favored or was opposed to a protective tariff; 
not that he was for one policy or the other, dis- 
connected with slavery. Lask you whether, if 
there had been noslaves in the United States, aud 
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if he had entertained similar opinions about sla- 
very in Cuba or Brazil, would such opinions ever 
have been considered when the nomination came 
to be made? No, sir, that nomination was made 
solely, mainly, and particularly, on the ground of 
hostility to deverr. It ig one of his open declar- 
ations that he hates slavery as bad »s any Aboli- 
tionist. It was that very hatred which gave him 
the confidence of the party that has elected him 
to power. 

‘hen, how do we stand? Here is a party com- 
posed ef men of the northern States alone, of 
whom not one single individual owns a slave; 
and probably not one twentieth of those who 
voted for Mr. Lincoln ever sawa slave. They | 
have none of the evils or advantages of that in- 
stitution among them. And yet they chose Mr. 
Lincoln for his opinions in regard to an institu- 
tion with which they have no connection, and 
in which they have no practical interest. He 
was selected because of his hatred toslavery. In 
other words, he was selected, notfor any partic- 
ular views of policy that he has in regard to 
northeri institutions or northern interests, but 
because of the views which he entertains in re- 
gard to southern interests. He was elected, not 


to govern the North, but to govern the South; to | 


govern a portion of the Union in which he has no | 


party, and where there is no respectable portion | 


of citizens who, for a moment, tolerate his elec- | 
tion to office on such principles. So far as the 
South is concerned, we of the South have had 
no more to do in the election of Mr. Lincoln than 
we have had todo with the election of the Emperor 
of France. He is to usa foreign ruler. He is 
elected by men who have no sympathy with us, 
who are hostile to our rreat interests. 

I submit to the consideration of every candid 
mind, if any court on earth would appoint a 
guardian over a property where the application 


was made for the sole purpose of destroying the || 


estate; where the applicant was hostile to the in- 


terest of which he desired to have the control,and, | 


only sought the trust for its destruction; is there 


a court on earth, claiming to know what equity 


and justice is, who would for a moment think of 
appointing him? And yet you are determined to 
place the guardianship of the rights of the South 
on the slavery question, inthe hands of men who 
come here declaring their hostility to slavery, and 
claiming the right to take charge of that institu- 
tion to which they are hostile, and ea the destruc- 


tion of which they are determined. 


I submit to | 


the consideration of this commiitee, and of the | 


country, whether itisan American principle, that 
the party who has no interest in the subject-mat- 


ter should select a guardian for it, and choose him | 
| would be only to reénact the law of God. 


from among those hostile to it? 

But it may be said that our Government is one 
of majorities. True: in one sense it is a Govern- 
ment of majorities. But Mr. Lincoln has onlya 
bare majority of the electoral vote; and when you 
come to examine the record of the great popular 
voice of the people of the United States, you will 
find that he is nearly a million in the minority. 
Thus, by nearly a million minority of votes, has 
Mr. Lincoln been elected to the office of President 
of the United States. 

Again, sir; this idea of majorities governing 


ought to be limited to the people who are inter- | 


ested in the subject. “The people of Massachu- 
setts or the people of Virginia might well submit 
a subject to the will of their respective States, and 
be governed by the majority; but the principle 
does not hold good where the question is sub- 
mitted to those who have no interest whatever 
in it. 

Upon the subject of slavery, or any local in- 
terest of the South, I maintain that if majorities 
in the North, or if every man in the North, were 
in favor of hostile legislation, it would be anti- 


American, and contrary to all the principles of our | 


| 
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interest in the country, and should share the com- | 
mon weal or common woe of the country, like 


other great interests. } 


I submit to the committee and to the country, | 
what reason can be given, from a review of his- 
tory, for so bitter a contest against this institution 
of the South? Has slavery made such rapid 
strides since the foundation of this Governmentas | 
to alarm those philanthropists, if philanthropists | 
they be? At the time of the treaty of peace in | 
1783, the States now called southern owned ter- | 


ritory to the extent of 638,016 square miles, and 1] 


the northern States 169,662; or the South owned | 
468,354 square miles more than the North. Vir- | 
ginia ceded territory to the extent of 239,558 
square miles, and excluded slavery therefrom; 
thus giving the North 409,220, and reducing the | 
South to 398,458 square miles. The South was 
then strong, and the Northwas weak. How has 
that generosity and magnanimity been requited? 
How is it now proposed to be requited by the 
northern States? The very States of the North- 
west, of the territory thus generously ceded by 


the State of Virginia, are this day enlisted in the | 


ranks of our adversaries; and a large majority of 
their Representatives on this floor are veting and 
acting to-day with the party that is attempting 


to deprive the old mother Commonwealth, the | 


mother of those States, of any right in the Terri- 
tories that have been subsequently acquired, al- 
though they were acquired by the joint blood and 
treasure of Virginia with all the States. 

But, sir, let us follow out that idea: By the Lou- 
isiana purchase, we acquired 1,136,496 square 
miles. Of this the North has secured 977,602 


square miles, and the South 333,624—the North | 


acquiring 643,978 square miles more than the 
South. 


By the Florida purchase, the South acquired | 
59,268; and by the annexation of Texas, 274,356; |! 


total by these last two acquisitions, 333,624 square 
miles, 


By the Mexican treaty, the total acquisition is | 
665,486 square miles. Of this the North has Cal- | 


ifornia, containing 188,981 square miles, leaving 
476,505 square miles in New Mexico and Utah 
to be settled. And the present effort of your party 
is to exclude the South from the whole of this; 
while the South only asks equality in it. And, 
| sir, I may remark, in relation to that territory, 
| that it is the most barren, bleak, mountainous, 
and unproductive territory that this Government 
has ever acquired. The soil and climate of that 


territory are such that your own distinguished | 


Danicl Webster declared that slavery could never 
| go there; that the law of nature prohibited it; and 
that, to enact the Wilmot proviso in regard to it, 


| Iwill refer again to the statistics that I have 
collected from the report of the Commissioner of 

the Land Office: 
Square miles. 


{n 1783 the South owned..........eeeeeee-0+- 638,016 
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From the Louisiana purchase the South ac- 
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} Total increase of the North since 1783.......1,406,141 


Government for them to assume to govern such | 


local institution, and especially to govern it in such 
a way as to bring about its destruction. 


on them to join in a crusade against this institu- 
tion ? 
had the control of the Government; but I main- 
tain that the Government has not been controlled 
with a view to promote slavery, or in opposition 
to slavery; and that is the view in which the 


Why is || 
it that the northern people have felt it incumbent || In 1,217,160 square miles of the territory thus ac- | 


| 


Weare often told that the slave power has || 





In seventy-six years the South has gained but 
252,962 square miles, and the North, in the same 
veriod, has gained 1,406,141 square miles. The 
South has increased her limits about 33 per cent., 
while the North has extended near 1,000 per cent. 


quired by the North, slavery existed by law, but 

is now abolished. Of the small amount acquired 

| by the South, it was all slave territory when 
acquired, and so remains. 


| hat is the history of the progress of the two 


sections. Where, then, is there the slightest pre- 


South hasever maintained the Governmentshould || text of our northern friends for one moment en- 


be controlled. 


But slavery is a living, existing || tertaining the belief that slavery is to be spread 





January 17, 
| allover the country. This idea that the South 
or the Democratic party ,or any party at the South. 
are slavery propagandists, by and through the 
Federal Government, is a mistake, and northern 
oliticians have misled the public mind of the 
Yorth when they have attempted to promulie 
such an idea. The only position taken by ny 


. ° any 
party in the South 1s, that we of the South 


are 


|| equals in this Union, and that when Territories 


"are acquired our citizens have the right, under our 
Consutution, to go there, and that no power short 
of the people of the Territories themselves can at 
any time exclude them from this right. There is 
some division among us as to when the people of 
a Territory should act—whether they should do 
it while in a territorial capacity, or whether the 
should wait until they form a State constitution, 
but all agree that there is no power which can ex. 
clude the South from her rights in a Territory 
but the people who settle that Territory. We are 
in favor of the largest liberty to the people to eo 
to the Territories that are acquired by the com- 
mon blood and the common treasure of all the 
States and ofall the citizens of all the States, and 
|, to stand upon a perfect equality in relation to their 
| rights in those ‘Territories. 
| What objection can the North have to that? 
It is not that slavery will go up North. Every 
|; man who knows the character of the norther) 
|| people, knows that they look well to their own 
| interests, and they have abolished slavery in the 
northern States; and in doing that, they have 
shown by their example that there is no fear that 
|| slavery willever go where it is unprofitable. This 
|| being so, why is it that there is this hostility in 
the public mind at the North against this insti- 
| tution of slavery? Sir, they have got ingraficd 
|| on their minds an idea that slavery is sinful, 
and that this Government is responsible for the 
sin of slavery, if it be tolerated. Doubtless a large 
| majority of the people of the North are devoted 
| to the Constitution of this country, and are will- 
ing to, give us our constitutional rights, if they 
were not misled upon this subject. In my hun- 
ble judgment they have been, whether intention- 
| ally or not, grossly misled. They have been 
| taught that the Constitution of the country does 
|| not recognize the right of property in man, and 
|| that if slavery is permitted to go into any of the 
| Territories it will make them accessory to this 
|| great sin of slavery. Why, sir, we must look to 
the circumstances that attended our Declaration of 
| Independence, and the formation of this Const- 
tution. The shipsof the North and of the South 
| were then engaged in the African slave trade. 
| They were going to Africa, and there buying or 
| kindnapping negroes, and bringing them to the 
|| United States, and selling them to the citizens of 
| the Union as slaves. A proposition was made to 
abolish that trade, or to give Cungress the power 
/ to abolish it; but the North, the States of Massa- 
| chusetts, Connecticut, and New Hampshire, said 
that they wanted the trade extended, at least unul 
| 1808; thus giving them twenty years more to bring 
this species of property to the United States, sell 
' 





it, and pocket the profits of the sale. It was 
the idea entertained then, universally. Nobody 
| thought of any thing else than that they were 
legally bought and sold as property. 
|| But, sir, when you came to organize the Mis- 
sissippi Territory, you put in your bill, that any 
man being the owner as slave might take that 
| slave into that Territory and there reside. And 
| every Administration from that day to this, and 
every President of the United States, has recog- 
| nized the same idea. Congress has again and 
again recognized it, and directed slaves to be paid 
| for as property. Your treaties have recognize 
it. And, sir, not only that, but your courts have 
again and again recognized it. Your Government 
in all its branches, executive, legislative, and ju- 
| dicial, have been treating slaves as property up 
| this good hour. And now, when an individual 
| pursues his slave into the State of Ohio, you 
| please, and epprehonde him, by what right a 
he apprehend him? Why, under the right to the 
_ service and labor of the slave. That is technically 
| theright under the language employed by the Con- 
| stitution; but what does it mean? It matters not 
| whether the individual who has escaped owes sel 
|, vice for a day, fora year, or for life; he is subject to 
|, be delivered up when a fugitive from his master. 
|, Upon what-other ground has the master the right 
| to reclaim his slave who has escaped into anothet 


| 
| 
| 
| 
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State, unless it be a right conceded under the Con- 
stitution, that he has the sole and exclusive con- 
trol over the services of the slave to as full an 
extent as he has over any other species of prop- 
erty, real or personal, not inconsistent with the 
laws of humanity? 

‘The gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Stanton,] the 
other day, contended before this House that the 
admission that slaves were property would in- 
yolve us in interminable difficulties. Why? He 
objected to the admission of the right; for the rea- 
son, among others, that, if a man in transitu 
throuch a free State with his slave should die, and 
die indebted to the citizens of such free State, an 
administrator in such State could not inventory 
the slave as praperty, or subject him to the pay- 
ment of such indebtedness. Why, sir, if the gen- 
tleman from Ohio had reflected upon the result of 
that provision of the Constitution relating to fugi- | 
tive slaves, according to his own construction of 


it, he would have seen that the same difficulty || 


might occur. Suppose a slave escaping from Ken- 
tucky into Ohio is pursued and apprehended by 
his master, but before his return his master dies, 
owing debts in that State: the slave could not be 
sold there; a writ of fieri facias could not reach 
him; buthe could be taken back to Kentucky, and 
there be sold in the market. Suppose the slave 
escapes, and is apprehended by his owner in a | 
free State, where the master dies: surely his per- | 
sonal representative—his heirs or administrators 
—would have the right to carry him hack, and 
apply the proceeds of his sale to the debts of his 
deceased owner. 
But again: the gentleman from Ohio says, sup- | 
pose the master, while in transitu through a free 
State, kills his slave, or his slave kills him: what 
is then to be done? Precisely the same difficulty 
would arise in case the owner of a fugitive slave, 
having apprehended him in a free State, should, 
while returning, in the exercise of his authority, 
kill, or be killed by the slave. The gentleman’s 
State should provide for such a contingency; and 


if they have not legislated upon the subject, it is || ter and servant create a sympathy unlike that 


not my fault. 

And so in respect to all the difficulties which 
our friends of the North find growing out of the 
recognition of the right of property in slaves. 


There are no difficulties which did not exist in |) 


the minds of our fathers who framed the Consti- 
tation, and which were not fully met by them in 
the instrument framed by them, with the intention 


ples having respect to the rights of all the States 
of the Union. 


Now, sir, when we look at the history of this 
country and see its progress; when we see the 





difficulties which have from time to time come up |, 


and been settied by the wisdom of our fathers, is 
it not strange that our friends in the North should 
unite in such numbers upon an issue that has so 
little in it, affecting not only their own welfare, | 
but the welfare of the wholecountry? Why, sir, | 
if we are permitted to take our slaves into the | 
common 
add a single one to the number; it does not bring 
another slave within the limits of the United 
States. It only authorizes the master to change 
his location; itdoes not bring him nearer to you. 
Most likely it will have the effect of removing him | 
further from those gentlemen from the North who | 
represent that section upon this floor. But gen- 
tlemen tell us they want these Territories for free 
labor. Mr. Chairman, I submit that there is 
much in the conduct of this party at the North 
calculated to break up and forever destroy that | 
feeling of friendship which once existed, and must 
again exist before we can sustain a united Gov- 
ernment. The Territories of the Government are 


the common property of all the States. No man | 


will say that the South has failed to contribute 
her share in their acquisition, whether it be in 
cash or blood. No man can say it. 
Then why should we not have a common right | 
to that territory ? Whatare you gentlemen of the 
North indicating by your policy in this House ? 
It is not to secure the territory for your own chil- | 
dren. You do not expect to populate it by your | 
Own offepring; certainly not in the present day. 
ou have, during the present session, passed a bill | 
é'ving an inheritance in that territory not only to | 
your children, but to the children of every man in | 
the world who chooses to go there,to the children | 
even of the Hessian, who, for a price, fought | 
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| 


against our fathers in the war of the Revolution; 
while you refuse to permit the descendants of 


| General Green, or of any of the heroes of the Rev- 


olution in the South, to go there and take their 


| property with them. 


| us or to the memories of the 


Call you this fair dealing? Is this loyalty to 
Revolution? Is it 
that spirit that actuated the framers of the Con- 


stitution, when they, compromising all the diffi- 


| culties before them, framed the Governmentunder 
which we have grown up and existed as a nation 


so long and so prosperously ? 
Sir, these difficulties are continually thrown in 


our way. A determined disposition is manifested | 
to take that territory from us, to circumscribe us | 


within our present limits; while they will permit 
homesteads to be granted to the descendants of 
our former cnemics, and will populate it with men 
whocannotevenspeak our language, andto whom 
they should be bound by no stronger ties of affec- 
tion than they should be to the men of the South, 
who shared in all the dangers and hardships of 
its acquisition, 

I have no hostility to foreigners; but, sir, when 
I see the legislative bodies of my country legis- 
lating with a view to give them precedence over 
the descendants of the revolutionary sires of the 


| South, I feel that it is time for us to speak out— 
to demand at least the rights of the people of the | 


| We do not claim any exclusive right in any of || 
We only claim the same right | 


South. 


There can be nothing wrong in that. 


the Territories. 
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| the purpose of sending troops to the South, with 
| & view to the coercion of seceding States, and the 
— of this Union once more together by the 
| bayonet of Federal troops. I will submit an ex- 
tract from the letter of aceeptance of Hon. Ed- 
| ward Everett, a distinguished citizen of Massa- 
chusetts. He is entitled to respect. His opinion, 
at least, will show the opinions and feelings of 
the party which supported him. He says: 
“The suggestion that the Union can be maintained by 
the numerical predominance and military prowess of one 
| section, exerted to coerce the other into submission, is, in 
my judgment, as self-contradictory as it is dangerous. ft 
comes loaded with the death-smell from fields wet with 
| brothers’ blood. If the vital principle of all republican gov 
ernment ‘is the consent of the governed,’ much more does 
| aunion of coequal sovereign States require, as its bases, the 
| harmony of its members and their voluntary cooperation in 
its organic functions.”’ 


Mr. Chairman, the people of the South regard 
that as the true doctrine. They believe that this 
is a Government founded in the consent of the 
people governed; and that all efforts made to 
coerce a sovereign State will be deemed an attack 
upon the great body of the South. Whenever 
such efforts are made, I venture to say—and with 
no desire to indulge in boasting; it is my solemn 
conviction—that every State from this to the Rio 
Grande will unite as a band of brothers, and as a 
band of brothers will resist to the last; resist any 





|| and every blow struck against a seceding State to 


in those Territories that are secured to the people | 


of the North. We demand nothing more; we 


| can submit, sir, to nothing less. We do not ask | 
to exclude one of the northern people, Or any | 


| people. 


species of property possessed by the northern 


| we divest ourselves of our household servants— | 
| a property which is endeared to us from our ear- 
| liest recollections, and for which we have highér 


| regard than for any other species of our prop- 


erty. The relations which exist between the mas- 


which you feel for your homestead and your farm 
horses and wagons. It is a kind of friendship. 


It is a devotion of fellow-feeling characteristic of | 
that institution, which never has been, and which 


I fear never will be, justly So by the 
North. They area partofus. They sympathize 
with us, and we sympathize with them, Our 


| rights are their rights; and when we prosper, 
of compromising and settling them upon princi- || 


they prosper. If we can go to a country where 
we can do better than where we are, the slaves 


| that go with us are bettered in an equal propor- 
| tion with ourselves. 
| 


Hence, sir, it is that we 


| claim all the rights of equality in this Union, 


|| the discussion of this question at length. 


But, Mr. Chairman, the time has gone by for 


| have passed from theories and come to facts. Such 


erritories of the country, it does not |) 


| the fifth will take its leave of us. 


! 


| 


has been the character of the dealings of the North 
toward the South—all of which I have not the 
time, in the few minutes left .me, to refer to—that 


We | 


But you propose to exclude-us, unless || 





the South feels her rights are no longer safe in | 
this Government without some new guarantees | 
| fortheirpretection. Under thatfeeling, four States 


| have ae seceded from the Union; and, sir, | 


probably while I am addressing this committee, 
These are the 
facts that stare us in the face. Disunion has taken 
place. 
have taken the ground that the right of secession 
is aright over and above the Constitution—but a 
right recognized by the peculiar manner in which 
that instrument was framed. I have not the time 


on this occasion, nor do I think the great body of 


| the South are going to take time to investigate the 


very nice and very able legal arguments made on 
this subject. We go back to first great principles. 
It is enough for the cot of the South to leok 
to the Declaration of Independence. We believe 
that— 

‘When a long train of abuses and usurpations, pursuing 
invariably the same object, evinces a design to reduce them 
under absolute despotism, it is their right, it is their duty, 
to throw off such government, and to provide new guards 
for their future safety.” 

The ground is taken here, that we cannot and 
will not be permitted to secede peaceably from 
this Union. 
day means anything, it means that. 


1s an This thing 
of secession is not to be perutitted. 


The Army 


Many of the great minds of the South | 


If the action in the Senate yester- | 





and the Mavy are to be employed against us. | 
The money appropriated in the bill now before us | 


—the Army appropriation bill—is to be used for 


compel her to remain in the Union. 

Mr. Chairman, we regard the Constitution of 
the United States as the casket in which our fore- 
fathers deposited the jewels of justice; of the in- 
surance of domestic tranquillity; of provision for 
the common defense; the promotion of the general 
welfare, and the security of the blessings of liberty 
to ourselves and our posterity. Those were the 
jewels deposited in the casket. When you rifle 
it of these treasures, do you suppose that eulogies 
upon the glorious Union will attach the people and 
the States of the South to it?) No, sir; they will 
dash it from them as an unholy thing. It is the 
treasure that gives it value, and not that in which 
the treasure is contained. 

But I have heard the idea frequently thrown 
out that you do not mean to make war upon the 
seceding States; that all you mean to do is, to let 
them do without the United States courts and post 
offices. It is declared that this Government will 


| let the seceding States do without the advantages 


of this Union, while they will be compelled to pay 
their share ofthe revenue. Thatisthe sort of coer- 
cion which George III attempted to put in force 
against the revolted American colonies. He made 
war upon them for no other purpose but to com- 
S them to pay the tea tax and the stamp duty. 
s such a war consistent with the princtples of 
American freedom? If so, then you can prose- 
cute your war for the purpose of collecting the 
revenue, and yet use no coercion. Suppose the 
Constitution of the United States made it the 
especial duty of the Government to coerce every 
State that was not willingly subject to its control; 
what would you do? You would only enforce 
the law; the very thing, sir, you now claim that 
you will do, and yet you will not coerce. 

Mr. Chairman, let this thing be attended to; 
not that I invite it, but let it be attended to; or 
who can imagine the terrible consequences that 
must result? Is it not known that one, five, or fif- 
teen States cannot be conquered and held in sub- 
jection? It cannot be done; nor do I claim that 
we can conquer the North. What did it cost this 
Government to get fifteen hundred Seminole war- 
riors out of the everglades of Florida? We ex- 
pended more than thirty million dollars out of 
the public Treasury in that little war; and now, 
whén you talk of conquering States, the whole 
arithmetic fails in figures to count the cost that 
will follow the attempt. [ submit this, not as a 
threat, but as the plain consequences of af act of 
this character. If such policy as this is to result 
in no good to any portion of the Union, but in 
interminable evil, I submit, why is it necessary 
er expedient? And let me say, here, that all that 





| is said or done upon this subject of conquering, 


or using force, or coercion, but adds fuel to the 
flame through the whole South, If this Govern- 
ment had manifested a more peaceable disposition, 


| and had, from the commencement of this cxcite- 


ment, proclaimed through Congress that no force 
would be used, I believe that not more than one 





State would have been out of the Union at this 
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time. We should have had more time for a set- 
tlement of these difficulties. 

The remedy, if remedy there be, is in concilia- 
tion. Read,if you please, your writers upon the 
subject of national law, and they universally con- 
cur in the idea that the true and proper mode of 
putting down eivil war is to grant to the people 
what they ask. And what has the South asked 
which should not be granted? She has never 
come into the Congress of the United States and 


asked for the passage of a law favoring and estab- | 


lishing slavery upon any portion of the continent. 
She has only asked that all the rights we have 
shall be protected by the Government. We do 
not get rights from this Government. We have 
them over andabove the Government. The Gov- 
ernment does not create rights, but only protects 
them. Governments are established to protect 
rights; and we only ask that Congress shall pass 
laws to protect rights which we already possess 

If this matter isto be setthed—and possibly it yet 
may be—it must be done by aconcession, And 
whatdo you yield? Whatdo our northern friends 
yield? Nothing; absolutely nothing. They will 
have the same rights in the Territories which 
we will have. The feeling all over the South is, 
** equality in the Union, or independence out of 
it.’’ That is the watchword. That is the feeling 
of our people of all sections, so far as my inform- 
athon extends. 

My constituents have not been, nor have I 
been, for secession. We have hoped for safety 
in the Union; and have desired that all means to 
effect thatend shall be exhausted before a resort is 
had to disunion, But while we waited for your 
returning sense of justice towards us, disunion 
has overtaken us; four, and perhaps five, States 
have seceded; and the forts and arsenals, from 
North Carolina to the Rio Grande, are nearly all 
in possession of the seceding States. We canbe 
content with no adjustment that will not unite 
the South with us. The southern States have a 
common interest and a common destiny. 

You censure the southern States for their pre- 
cipitancy. Upon this subject we of the border 
slave States have more reason to complain than 
you. i 


They and we have told you for years, in | 


the most solemn manner, that we could not sub- | 


mit to your aggressions, and entreated you to for- 
bear; yet you have not heeded, but have insulted 
us and told us that it was with us mere boastful- 


ness. 


You complain that the seceding States have | 


seized the forts and other public property. These 
forts were permitted to be erected in these States 
for their defense, and the arms that have been 
taken were placed there for the same purpose. 
The Federal Government has no right to use this 
property for any other purpose. And whenever 
the people who had granted the sites of the forts 
for their defense discovered that they were to be 
used for the opposite purpose—of an attack upon 


them—it was not only just, but wise, for them to | 


sec that they were used for their defensc, the le- 

gitimate purpose for which they were erected. 
You complain that Florida and other States were 

purchased and paid for, and that they cannot, 


therefore, secede. Gentlemen are surely for reviv- | 


ing the doctrines of the dark ages of the common 


law, by which they would make the inhabitants of 


the purchased territory villains in gross; attached 
to the freehold, and bought and sold withit. Flor- 
ida cost $5,000,000. Every State of the old thirteen 
was purchased. They cost the blood of the Rev- 
olution—a price greatly above that paid for our 
subsequent acquisitions. In all the treaties ac- 
quiring territory, we have stipulated for their 


admission as States upon terms of equality with | 


the original States. 


. : ec 
his fact at once answers | 


this objection. The States, new and old, are equal | 


in rights in every particular: 


Youecould have quieted the country, and re- | 
stored peace and prosperity, at no sacrifice but || 
the yielding of your prejudices. Wecannot, with- | 


out ruin and dishonor. 


wut ru In the language of a dis- 
tinguished southerner: 


“We may for a generation enjoy comparative ease, | 


gather up our feet in our beds, and die in peace; but our 
children will go forth beggared from the homes of their 
fathers. Fishermen wit! cast their nets where your proud 
commercial navy now rides at anchor, and dry them upon 
the shore now covered with your bales of merchandise. 
Sapped, circumvented, undermined, the institutions of 
your soil will be overthrown ; and within five and twenty 
years the history of St. Domingo will be the record of the 
South. Lf dead men’s bones can trembie, ours will move 
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under the muttered curses of sons and daughters, denounc- 
ing the blindness and love of ease which have left them an 
inheritance of woe.” 

This calamity we will avert; peaceably if we 
can, forcibly if we must. 

{Here the hammer fell. 

Messrs. SICKLES and ASHLEY next ad- 
dressed the committee on the existing condition 
of the country. (Their speeches will be pub- 
lished in the Aorendix.) 

Mr. PENDLETON obtained the floor. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. The hoi is late, 
the committee is wearied, and I ask the gentle- 
man from Ohio to give way to a motion that the 
committee rise. 


Mr. GROW. I understand that the agreement | 


yesterday was, that all general debate upon the 


Army bill should close to-day, when the commit- | 


tee should rise. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that 


such was the nnderstanding. 


| chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means || 


Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Inasmuch as the 
has the right of an hour to reply, | trust that, by 
unanimous consent, my colleague shall be allowed 
to proceed in the morning. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that 


yesterday it was agreed, by general consent, that | 


general debate should ce&se upon the bill to-day. 

Mr. GROW. I shall object to any change of 
the agreement while the chairman of the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means is absent. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is the proposition of the 
gentleman from Ohio objected to? 

Mr. GROW. If the chairman of the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means were here, | would leave 


| 





the matter to him; but as he is absent, | must ob- | 


ject to any change. 


Mr. MAYNARD. 1 desire to make’a sugges- | 
Inasmuch as | 


tion to both sides of the House. 
next week the report of the committee of thirty- 
three is made the special order, and will be open 
to debate then, it is desirable to have this Army 
bill disposed of to-morrow, so that it may be sent 


to the Senate before we get into that discussion | 


of next week. 
Mr. GROW. I have no objection to continuing 
this debate to-day as long as the committee desire. 
Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. ‘The committee 
can consent that my colleague may go on to-mor- 
row. 


The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Penn- || 


sylvania objects to any change of the undcrstand- | 


ing of yesterday. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I appeal to him to 
withdraw his objection, 

Mr.GROW. I must insist upon my objection, 


| since the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
, and Means is not present. 


Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. 
abundance of time to-morrow. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Why not go on this evening? 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Now,as the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means has 


We shall have an 


just come in, I make another appeal to allow my 


colleague to go on to-morrow, and then, if the | 


committee wish to proceed to-night with other 
speeches, I shall not oan 
Mr. LOVEJOY. I object to that arrangement 


| for to-morrow. 


Mr. SHERMAN. L[understand thereare quite 


| a number of gentlemen who desire to speak to- 


night. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I must object to 
going on to-night without a quorum, unless my 
colleague shall be permitted to have the floor to- 
morrow morning. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to my 
colleague speaking to-morrow, or at any other 
time. 
of objecting. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. If the objection is 
insisted on by any one, I sifall insist that debate 
shall not proceed to-night without a quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the sdetiaianis from 
Ohio insist upon the motion that the committee 
rise ? 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I do. 

Mr. VANDEVER. It was understood yester- 
day that discussion on the Army bili should close 
to-day, with the exception that the chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Means sjould have 
an hour. I see no good reason for ch®hging the 


| arrangement which was made yesterday. 


I do not want to be placed in the position | 











| the committee at a time when they 
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Mr. PERRY. I wish to say to the gentleman 
from Ohio, that if he does not desire to proceed 
to-night, I have a few remarks I desire to syb- 
mit, and | am prepared to go on to-night, 

Mr. PENDLETON. With the permission of 
my colleague, I will resume the floor, as I do not 
see that the object he has sought to accomplish is 


likely to be attained. I do not desire to detain 


ce ; : are worn out; 
butif itis their will that I should go on to-niehy:. 
I will do so, rather than lose the Opportuuity of 
speaking. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Then I withdraw 
my motion. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. I understand 
that several gentlemen are willing, and prefer to 


go on with their speeches to-night. The gentle- 


_man from Ohio does not desire to do so wutil to- 


morrow. Ifthe gentleman is compelled to pro- 


ceed to-night, is it the understanding upon the 


| part of the committee that debate upon this bil] 


shall terminate to-night? If not, it is hardiy 
worth while to compel the gantleman to proceed 
now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The understanding in tho 
committee yesterday was, that general debate upon 
the Army bill should be closed at the rising of the 
committee to-day. ¥ 

Mr. COLFAX. I desire to make an appeal to 
my friends upon this side of the House. The 


| gentleman from Ohio has always been courteous 
| to our side of the House, and I| think it js yo 


more than just to reciprocate thatcourtesy. If he 


| desires to speak to-morrow, the chairman of the 
| committee will have the opportunity to respond, 


and there will be one speech on each side. Let 
that be understood; then, if other gentlemen de- 
sire to proceed to-night, they can do so. 

Mr. JENKINS. Is it the understanding that 
no business wi!l be transacted this evening? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair wiil state that 
there was no such understanding. . 

Mr. JENKINS. I hope there will be such an 
understanding, so that members may not be 
obliged to remain here. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. If there is an un- 


derstanding that no business shall be transacted, 


| I presume this debate can go on this evening in- 
|| definitely. 


The CHAIRMAN. Is there any objection to 
the gentleman from Ohio having the floor in com- 
mittee to-morrow morning? 

No objection was made; and Mr. Penpteton 
yielded the floor for to-night. 

Mr. PERRY. Mr. Chairman, I rise to speak 
for New England and the Union. Famacitizen of 


| the United States, and to its Government | owe 


allegiance. While lam proud to acknowledge 
this, I cannot forget that 1 ama son of New Eng- 
land; that I was born and reared among the hills 
that circle her happy homes. I love the Union, 


|, but I love New England none the less for this; it 


is a part of my country, and as such has added to 
her past glory and renown. 

Iam not unmindful of the fact, that the land of 
the Pilgrims has for many years been made the 
point of attack from her sister States in this Con- 
federacy. She has been accused of treason, fauat- 
icism, and disloyalty to the Union and Constitu- 
tion. 

And now, when treason and rebellion are stalk- 
ing abroad through the land; when men are turn- 
ing to each other and anxiously inquiring lor 
some plan, some scheme, or compromise, that 
will avertand drive back the storm, but few among 
the Union-savers inquire after New England, or 
consult her Representatives as to the terms of set- 
tlement to be agreed upon. a 

‘*Slough her off’? seems to be a favorite idea 
with certain gentlemen on both sides of Mason 
and Dixon’s line. We hear much said about a 
southern confederacy,a great central confederacy, 
and a Northwestern confederacy; while a com- 
mon idea seems to take possession of the minds 
of all these political schemers that New England 
shall be left out in the cold. When gentlemen sit 
down to cut and carve up this great and glorious 
Union into petty, contemptible confederacies, the 
draw their lines and mark their boundaries wit) 
a view to the utter exclusion of the six North- 
eastern States. More especially do our southern 
brethren, when speaking of * Yankee land,” put 
on lordly airs of derision and contempt, while 
they disclaim all desire any longer to maim(aln 
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}ederal relations with the descendants of the Pil- 
crims. Standing here in this great council cham- 
ber of the nation, and speaking for the brave sons 
of New England, I most emphatically deciare to 
ail who would try the experiment, and dissever 
the ties that bind us together as a common peo- 
ple, we can live without you as well and as long 
as you can without us. 

For more than three quarters of a century we 
have lived with youin the Union; notas your in- 
feriors, not as so many dependencies, but inde- 
pendent sovereignties, subject to the obligations 
and limitations of a common Constitution, to 
which we have been loyal both in peace and in 
In all that makes a nation great and pow- 


war. 


erful, prosperous and happy, respected and hon- 


ored, at home and abroad, none have contributed 
more than the six New England States; and if 
ever the time shall come when the demon of dis- 
union shall make you one people and us another, 
history will record the fact that six of the bright- 
est gems that ever bedecked our national diadem 
were found in the great Northeast. 

ji defending New England from the vituperous 
assaults that have long been made upon her, I 
shall deal in facts and figures, and not in empty 
declamation: the former appeal to the jadgment 
and reason; the latter pleases the ear, but seldom 
enlightens the understanding. 

To elaborate the proposition that the people of 
New England have been and still are a patriolic 
community—that they love their country, the 
Constitution, and the Union, would be like an 
argument to prove that the sun shines at noonday. 
The memories of the past- dispel the idea, So 
jong as the plains of Lexington reverberate the 
echoes of the first guns that inaugurated the 
American Revolution, and cover the ashes of the 
heroes that first laid down their lives in defense 
of their country; so long as the tall shaft, that 
‘lifts its awful form’’ from the heights of Bunker 
Hull, shall signal the spot where repose in majes- 
tic silence the bones of Warren and his brave 
compatriots, who fell fighting for their homes and 
firesides; so long as the remembrances of old Fan- 
euil Hall, where liberty was first cradled, and 
wliose walls once echoed with the eloquenttrumpet 
tones of the fiery Otis and the impetuous Adams, 
shall linger in American minds, until all these 
cherished recollections shall fade away in the dim 
distance of the future and be forgotten, the sons 
and daughters of the Pilgrims will need no cham- 
pion, here or elsewhere, to vindicate her honor or 
repel assaults upon her valor and patriotism. 


The bones of her heroes lie buried beneath the | 


sods of every battle-field of the Revolution; while 


ihere was not a scene of conflict in the second | 
war of independence where ler sons did not fall, 


facing the foe, under the canopy of the ** stars and 
stripes.”? Nota battle was ever fought upon the 
ocean in defense of the American flag, where were 


ot found New England’s hardy seamen, the | 


first to point the guns at the enemy, and the very 


last to **give up the ship;’? and their number | 


never will be known unui the last great day when 
the ** sea shall give up her dead.”’ 

Southern gentlemen remind us that we live in 
a region of cold, that boisterous winds and chill- 
ing frosts are our constant visitors; but do they 


not know that the mountain breezes and invigo- || 


rating aw of New England breathe into her inhab- 
ilants the very elements of a hardy, athletic race? 


Ifthe winds do sometimes blow around their tasty, | 


quiet mansions, you will find warm hearts and || 


hospitable hands within. Our southern brethren 
Visit ourcities, towns, and villages, and are treated 
with a generous hospitality. We never hang them 
for entertaining opinions,’’ mob them because 
they are not sound on ‘* Puritanism,’’ or send 


armed vigilance committees to present the alter- | 


native of fleeing the country or taking a coat of 
tar and feathers. No, sir, no such barbarous in- 
dignities ever disgraced the soil of New England. 

Again: we are accused of entertaining strong 
and decided opinions, upon questions of religion, 
morals, and political economy. To this we plead 
guilty; and when you demand a surrender of these 
God-given rights we answer, no—they will only 
€xpire with the last man of the stern old Puritan 
race, 

Mr. Chairman, in pursuing this discussion, 1 
Propose, very briefly, to speak of New England, 
first, as to her territory and population; secondly, 
‘er moral and social condition; and thirdly, of her 
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wealth and industry. In doing this,I shall use 


|} the standard of comparison, so often resorted to 
to settle questions of this kind. 

In order that the House, the country, and the 
world may judge between us, } shall institute the 
comparison between New England and her most 
vehementaccusers. LetSouth Carolina,Georgia, 
Alabama, Mississippi, Florida, and Louisiana, 
stand up and face Massachusetts, Connecticut, 
Rhode Island, New Hampshire, Vermont, and 
| Maine. New England has a territory of 65,038 
miles, and a shore-line upon the ocean of 4,003 
miles, being more than athird of the whole Atlantic 
coast. 
| borsin the world. Her inland streamsabound in 
water-powers and facilities for driving machinery. 
Her population, by the census of 1850, amounted 
to 2,705,095. But as I prefer to deal in results 
rather than theories, I shall pass at once to my 
next point. In my references to statistics, | am 
obliged to refer to the census of 1850. The re- 
ligious habits of a people can be determined by 
the attention they give to the well-recognized in- 
| stitutions of Christianity. 


clffracter of a community. 
land was $19,875,948; value of same in the six 
aforementioned cotton States, $7,729,046. In 
New England there were 11.31 churches toevery 
100 square miles; in the six cotton States, ouly 
2.18 to the same area of territory. 


New England States there is an annual circula- 
tion of 91,683,924 copies of newspapers, while 
the six s®@eding States circulate but 28,348,051 


copies. In New England there are 50,911 inhab- | 


itants who can neither read nor write; in the six 


14,905 public schools, 19,470 teachers, and 632,759 
scholars; in the six cotton States, 4,732 schools, 
4,920 teachers, and 141,543 scholars. 
| it appears there are four times the number of 
schools and scholars in the New England States 
there are in the six seceding States. From the 
number returned as attending school during the 
| year in each of the States, it appears 707,512 
scholars attended in the New England States, and 
| 267,907 in the six cotton States. Academies and 
grammar schools in the New England States, 
630, and 43,664 scholars attending the same; in 
the six cotton States, 558 schools, and 22,501 
scholars. In New England 13,329 primary schools, 
and 574,277 scholars; in the six cotton States, 
1,427 schools, and 60,283 scholars. In New Eng- 
land the number of libraries, including public 
| schovl, Sunday school, college, and church libra- 
ries, is 2,183, containing 1,226,044 volumes; in 


| the seceding States total of libraries, 254, contain- | 


ing 211,079 volumes. From this it appears New 
England has ten times as many libraries and about 


six times as many volumes as the six cotton | 
New England has more than one fourth | 


States. 
of all the library volumes in the whole Union; 
the whole amount to 4,636,411 volumes. I prefer 
to make no further comments upon the statistics, 
but leave them to speak for themselves. 


| of New England. ladmitthatits soil, as awhole, 


other States in the Union; yet New England 


| worth $27,000,000. Her dairy products, being 
71,043,784 pounds of butter and cheese, worth, 


, at least, $9,000,000 more. In the six cotton States || 
they made but 16,956,362 pounds the same year. | 


The orchard products of New England, in 1850, 
| were $1,872,938; while that of the six cotton States 
| was but $216,747, being in the proportion of about 


|| one to nine in favor of freedom. In the New Eng- 


land States there ate 167,629 farms, and in the 
six cotton States 175,475. The cash value of the 
former, $372,389,542; of the latter, $379,483,494. 
The value of the farms in the South, many of 
| which are plantations, does not exceed those of 
| the North, in the aggregate, but a few dollars. 
What New England lacks in fertility of soil, she 
makes up in the skill, industry, and perseverance 
| of her hardy farmers. 
In manufacturing, New England not only stands 
| ahead of the cotton States, but the entire Union. 
| [have no time to go into details to show the dif- 


She has the best navigable waters and har- | 


The regard paid to the | 
® Sabbath and the institutions of the Sabbath are a | 

correct index from which to judge the religious | 
By the census of | 
1850, the value of church property in New Eng- | 


I’'rom the same authority it appears, that in the 


cotton States 129,126. In New England thereare | 


From this | 


{ now pass to speak of the wealth and industry | 
is not naturally so productive as that of many | 


abounds in agricultural products. Take, for ex- | 
ample, her crop of hay in 1850, 3,463,152 tons, | 


439 
ferent kinds of manufacturing in which her indus- 
trious sons are engaged. I will refer only to two— 
that of cotton and wool. For the purposes of 
manufacturing cotton, New England has 564 
mills. She has a capital of $53,832,430 invested 
in this business, ar i the products amounted, in 
1590, to $42,040,178. ‘They are much larger now, 
I he six cotton States have but 67 mills, capital 
invested $3,363,256, with a product amounting to 
$3,346,062. ‘The difference between the two sec- 
tions in the manufacture of woolens is even 
greater. New England has 483 woolen mills, 
with a capital invested of $17,667,895; the six 
cotton States have but 3 mills, with a capital of 
only $63,000. 

_ The facts show that New England has 1,047 
cotton and woolen mills; the cotton States 70 
The former a capital invested of over $70,000,000, 
the latter only about three millions. ‘The whole 
cotton crop ot 1850, in all the southern States, was 

| $98,603,720. Talk about its being ** king,’’ when 

| the products of New England manufactures in- 

'clusive amount in millions,more annually than 
your whole crop! In 1850 New England had 
298,304 personsemployed in manufacturing estab- 
lishments; the six cotton States 30,917. 

1 now turn to the commerce of New England. 

By a reference to the letter of the Secretary of the 

Treasury, on the commerce and navigation of the 

country, L find the following returns for the year 

ending June 30, 1859: The number of American 
and foreign vessels which entered the ports of 

New England, for said year, was 5,738; the ton- 

nage upon these vessels was 1,170,297; and they 

/ were manned by 45,149 men and boys. In the 

cotton States the number of vessels entered was 

2,069; the tonnage, 1,100,811; manned by 34,408 

men and boys. More than half of this latter 

amount, to wit: 661,415 of the tonnage, was at the 
port of New Orleans, which takes the commerce 
of the Mississippi from the free States in the North- 
west. Of this number of vessels which entered 
| the ports of New England said year, 3,396 were 
| foreign, and 2,340 American; and of the number 

which entered the ports of the cotton States, 721 

were foreign, and 1,348 American vessels, show- 

ing a great preponderance of the foreign trade to 
be with New England. In 1850 New England 

| had engaged in sea and river navigation 43,018 

men; the six cotton States 6,698. More than 

nine tenths of all the persons navigating the ocean, 
in the whole Union, are from New England— 

42,154 being from this section, and 4,987 from al! 

others. 

Intimately connected with commerce are the 
| fisheries of the United States. In 1850 $8,966,044 
| capital was invested in the fisheries of the United 
States; and of this sum, $8,202,060 was from New 
England, and only $13,975 was from the six cot- 
ton States. These fisheries employed 20,704 men; 
| of which 17,676 were from New England, and 
only 98 from the cotton States. The products of 
these fisheries amount, annually, to more than 
$10,000,000, $9,000,000 of which go to the New 
England States. 
| Vessels built in 1860. 
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one half of the same having been built in Maine. 
These vessels had a tonnage of 79,434.73. Dur- 


ing the same time the cotton States built 3] ves-- 


sels, carrying a tonnage of only 3,079.25. In 1860, 
89 ships and barks were built in the United 
States. Of this number 78 were built in New 
England. ‘The great mass of the shipping for the 
whole Union has been built, for years, by New 
England mechanics. 

in works of internal improvement New Eng- 
land comparatively is ahead of any other section 
of the Union, and far in advance of the cotton 
States. In 1854, New England had built and in 
operation 3,353 miles of railroads, and 165 miles 
of canals. In these works she had invested 
$121 425,422, being mere than one fourth of all 
the capital invested in railroads and canals in the 
United States. The six cotton States had, at the 

ame time, 2,006 miles of railroads, and 230 
miles of canals, and had invested in these works 
$35,459,283; only about one sixth of the amount 
invested by New England. The whole capital 
invested in railroads and canals in the United 
States in 1854, was $489,603,028. In 1852the States 
of this Union owed tn the aggregate the sum total 
of $191,508,922. Of this amount the New Eng- 
land States owed only $6,854,905; being only 
about one thirtieth part of the whole debt. The 
six cotton States owed, in 1853, $28,697,592; more 
then four times the amount of indebtedness on 
the part of the New England States. 

The currency of New England ‘is the soundest 


in the Union. In 1850 she had 500 banks, having | 


a capital invested of $119,590,423. They had in 


circulation, in loans and discounts, $179,992,420. | 


The six cotton States had atthe same time but 62 
banks, with a capital of $56,357,341; and a circu- 
lation, in loans and discounts, of $81,248,983. The 
banks in New England are, as a whole, the most 
reliable of any in the country. Their notes pass 
at less discount, by way of exchange, than those 
of any other banking institutions in the country. 

If itis said, New England does not bear her 
full proportions of the public burdens in the Con- 
federacy, let me give you a mathematical demon- 
stration which blows away all such charges like 
chaff before the wind. [I cite it to show how 
other portions of the Union suffer pecuniarily in 
consequence of their Federal relations with New 
England. The Postmaster General, in his an- 
nual report made to the last session of the present 
Congress, gave us a schedule of the receipts and 
expenditures of each State in that Department for 
the year ending June 30, 1859. From this it ap 
pears that there was an excess of expenditures, 
over the receipts, of $6,376,733 04; but when you 
take the schedule for New England, you will find 
not one dollar of this excess can be charged to 
her. On the other hand, New England paid all 
her own bills, and had an excess of receipts over 
her expenditures of $67,556 07; which sum went 
into the common fund to relieve the States having 
a deficit. 

How was it with the six cotton States. Their 
receipts were $772,987 24, their expenditures 
$2,289,583 17; leaving the General Government to 
pay for them the nice little sum of $1,566,595 83 
annually. The Federal Government pays them 
three dollars, where it receives one back. No won- 
der the ** Kingdom” of South Carolina graciously 
allows the United States to keep up its postal 
arrangement within the “ realm’’ after it has, 
through fireand sword, marched out of this * ac- 
cursed Union.’’ And I suppose the other seced- 


|| firesides against invaders from abroad and tories | 


against her by her sister States in the South. 
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Siz Cotton States. Receipts. Expenditures. | 

South Carolina........++ee6+ $107,536 12 $319,068 10 
GOOD oc ccce ccccvcceseccese 168,664 73 358,180 03 

POGUEER cc cceccwsncscesvcceses 25,932 41 W1,184 76 |) 

Alabama .. 2... ccccsscccccces 129,103 23 383,628 90 || 

SAME Cc ececie 0 s58as8 101,549 32 320,003 88 | 
Lowisiana........sseccsees -- 196,201 TAT SO 














$722,987 24 7.289.583 17 


Mr. Chairman, I do not make these compari- | 
sons for the purpose of assailing any of the States | 
of this Union, but I do it to vindicate New Eng- 
land from the eternal clamor that has been raised 


Iask our brethren of the South, and of the 
middle States, of the Pacific coast and of the great 
Northwest, to lay aside your prejudices; and as 
the great Webster once said of Massachusetts, I 
now say of New England: ‘* there she stands, 
look ather.’’ Look at her ships riding upon every | 
ocean,and her commerce whitening every sea; | 
look upon her beautiful harbors, her broad, ex- | 


pansive bays, her glassy lakes, her flowing rivers, | 


and gurgling water-falls; look at her fertile val- | 
leys, her gentle slopes, and cloud-capped mount- | 
ains; look at her magnificent cities, teeming with | 
life, activity, commerce, and trade; at her —— 


y | 


fal villages, where the charming notes of indus 
greet each coming morn and salute the parting 


day; look at her thousand farm-houses and white | 


cottages dotting her landscapes; her bleating flocks 


and lowing herds roaming upon a thousand hills; | 


, look at her lofty spires, from whose sounding 


domes the church-going bell greets each returning 
Sabbath morn; at her halls of science and erudi- 
tion; at her school-houses, where Presidents and 


Senators and warriors are made; lookgt her gi- | 
' gantic mills, whose busy hum forever 


ants the 
dignity of labor and cheers on the hand of indus- 
try toarich reward; look at her asylums, her 
hospitals, her splendid humane institutions, where 


the blind are restored to sight, the lame taught to | 
leap and the dumb to sing. Ay, sir, give one long, | 


, earnest look at that goodly heritage left us by our 


fathers, and then tell me if, in the honesty and 


| sincerity of your hearts, you cannot exclaim: 


brave land of the Pilgrims, ‘* with all thy faults | 


we love thee still!’’ 
Our southern brethren may have forgotten the 
glorious past; Lut New England’s sons still lin- 


| ger in their thoughts around the council-fires of 


the Revolution. You sent us a Washington, to 


| lead our armies against a hireling, mercenary foe; 
we sent you a Greene, todefend your homes and 


ing States will allow ‘* Uncle Sam’’ to do what 


they cannot do themselves—carry their mails at 


an enormous expense, even if it be in foreign Gov- | 


ernments. Massachusetts, the most wealthy New 
England State, pays all her bills for carrying the 
mail and for post office accommodations, with an 


excess of $157,622 51; while Georgia, the most | 


wealthy of the six cotton States, pays into the 
Treasury $168,664 73, and draws out $358,180 03. 
The following table, prepared from the Postmas- 
ter General’s report, proves the facts above stated: 
Post Orrice Receirts anp Exrenpirures, 1859. 






New England. Receipts. Expenditures. 
PND Sen cchns cecccsccvccces £154,523 21 $208,884 8&3 
New Hampshire............. 103,319 27 110,902 93 
VOTIIOEE . coccrvecesccccccccs 103,218 30 137,742 34 
Comnecticut. .... 6.66 cece eee 189,306 61 202,392 95 
Massachusetts. ............+. 601,249 40 449,626 89 
Rhode Island... ...........+65 66,665 69 47,175 47 


$1,224,981 48 














athome. Your fathers and our fathers, side by 
side, amid the winds and frosts and snows of win- 
ter, the sultry heat and scorching sunsof summer, 
fought and toiled and suffered seven long years 
to purchase the blessing we are now enjoying. 
To-day they are sleeping *‘ that sleep which knows 
no waking’’ ina common grave. Notwithstand- 
ing we have a common history, a common in- 
heritance, our brethren of the South, ina hostile 
manner, threaten to cut asunder all Federal rela- 
tions with their brethren of the free States, and 
especially of New England. 

New England has an interest in the preser- 
vation of this Union beyond a mere love of a 
common country. Her hardy sons are found in 
every State and Territory. They have gone out 


from the old northeastern hive to build up the 


commerce of your cities; to navigate your rivers, 
lakes, and seas; to clear your forests, and people 
your prairies. They have carried along with 
them the enterprise, the genius, the moral training, 
the love of learning, and good order, which have 
always characterized the home of their fathers. 
In the East and the West, in the North and the 
South, upon every advancing wave in the flood- 
tide of civilization, you will find the brave sons 
of New England struggling onward! onward ! 
amid the ragings of the elements, and the howl- 
ings of the storm. Who first penetrates your 
forests, and who first pitches his tent upon the 
rolling prairies of the Great West? None but the 
hardy pioneer from New England. 

And here let me remark, when New England 
sends out her sons to her sister States, she often 

arts with her brightest jewels. You take New 
England boys for your Governors, your judges, 
your Senators, and your Representatives; you 


honor them, and they honor you. The first Rep- | 


resentative from Texas upon this floor was @ son 
and emigrant from Maine. The first Delegate and 
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first Representative to Congress from Oregon w 
sons of Maine; both natives of my own coun 
Maine gave to Mississippi the brightest intellect 
gem of which she ever could boast—I mean 
distinguished, the eloquent, the brave, and 
crous Sargeant S. Prentiss. 
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|| floor, and in the other end of the Capitol, we find 


sons of New England representing almost ever 
State in the Union. Among their number upon 
| this floor, they come from New York, from Penn- 
| sylvania, from Ohio, from Tennessee, from |\]j- 
| nois, from Missouri, from Michigan, and from 
| Wisconsin. 
| Among the distinguished statesmen who 
times past, have shed such a halo of glory upon 
the country and the world, New England has fur- 
nished her full share. If the South boasts of her 
Calhoun, and the West of her Clay, cannot New 
England, with equal pride, point to her Webster? 
And now we are told by our southern brethren 
that all these fraternal relations, which have so 
long been fostered, cherished, and loved, must be 
broken off; that the old flag, which has for more 
than eighty years been floating upon the land and 
the waters; which has been the pride and protec. 
tion of the citizens of this Republic, at home and 
abroad, must be pulled down and trampled in the 
dust, and the palmetto, with a wriggling, craw!- 
ing snake, substituted in its stead. 
Mr. Chairman, this leads me toa fewreflections 
upon the fearful crisis which now seems to be 
|| upon us. Ninety days ago, this nation was in the 
|| very flood tide of prosperity. Never before were 
|| the people of the United States in a condition to be 
|| happier or better contented. This bright picture 
| is now vailed in gloom. In the North, business 
| is deranged, labor is depressed; while an uncer- 
|| tainty as to the future paralyzes its industrial 
|| pursuits. In the South, the peaceful avocations 
|| of life are laid aside; quiet no longer reigns around 
the fireside; bright hopes and glowing aspirations 
have given way to fearful forebodings and sullen 
|| gloom. Commerce has been driven from her cities; 
|| her marts of trade gradually disappear before the 
‘| measured tread of martial array. Civil war lifts 
his ghastly head and rattling bones, while the 
very heavens are black with revolution and do- 
|| mestic strife. 
What is all this for? But one answer can be 
given. It is because the people of the United 
| States have, under the forms of Jaw, and in strict 
|| conformity with the provisions of the Constitu- 
|| tion, elected a President. It is because Mr. Lin- 
coln, and not Mr. Douglas, or Breckinridge, or 
Bell, has been elected. ‘* Rule or ruin’’ 1s the 
only policy that rules the hour in a portion of the 
South. Howshall it be met by the friends of the 
| Union? The real question at issue is whether we 
have ever had a Government; whether, as a na- 
tion, we have even had any of the elements of 
|| self-preservation. If the doctrines we hear from 
men of South Carolina politics are true, the whole 
country has been under a delusion for seventy 
years. If, under the Constitution, a State has a 
right to go out of the Union at pleasure, then a 
city in a State has a right to secede from a State; 
|| a ward has a right to secede from a city; and any 
individual in a ward, if he feels himself oppressed 
by the restraints of law, has a constitutional 
right to secede and declare himself independent 
|| of all law and all government. The constitutional 
argument of secessionists, if they are good for 
anything, go to this extent. They contend that 
secession is a reserved constitutional right, and 
that it is found in articles nine and ten in the 
amendments to the Constitution: 


| “The powers not delegated to the United States by the 


in 




















Constitution, nor prohibited by it to the States, are reserved 
to the States respectively, or to the people.” 

Under this reservation the people, or one man 
from among the people, both or either, have just 
as clear a right to secede as a State. The doc- 
trine of secessionists goes to this extent, that the 
people, when they made the Constitution, reserved 
the right in the instrument itself, to destroy !t at 
pleasure. This theory is destructive of all gov- 
ernments. If we have a Constitution and laws 
framed in obedience thereto, neither have any 
inherent power or vitality to protect themselves 
against a mob, a banditti of lawless men, who 
choose to exercise their reserved rights, and set 
up rebellion. There is another idea advanced by 
|| secessionists, in connection with the one already 


‘| noticed, which to my mind, is equally illogical 


| 
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and absurd. They contend that they not only 
have a right to secede from the Union, but they 
claim it shall be a peaceful right. The only fogic 
to sustain this position is found in the assumption 
that ‘“* necessity makes law.”’ 

But it is no part of my purpose to argue the 
constitutional right of secession. The whole the- 


ory is a modern invention—a political heresy, re- | 


udiated and condemned by a long |ine of eminent 
jurists and statesmen : 

Secession is rebellion and revolution. No fine- 
spun theories or abstractions can ever change the 
fact. Again: the statesman who denies the right 
of secession and at the same time contends there 
is no remedy against it, stands upon equally un- 
tenable grounds. An observance of the laws im- 
nlies force, for one cannot exist without the other. 

he seizure of the United States arsenal at Charles- 
ton by an unlawful armed force, was just as much 
treason as was the attempt of John Brown to do 
the same thing at Harper’s Ferry. There is but 
one tenable ground upon which the secessionists 
can base their attempts at secession, and that is 


to fall back upon the right of revolution; and by | 


this rule will they be judged by posterity. 

Mr. Chairman, the North has another demand 
made upon it for concessions and new ‘* compro- 
mises.’’ ‘The laws of Congress have been set at 


defiance; our arsenals have been plundered; our | 


foms wrested from us by violence, and our own 
guns turned upon American citizens, peacefully 
sailing under the American flag. 
circumstances, New England and the North are 
called upon to concede, to give up, to surrender. 

As to overtures for peace, I can only judge of 
them when they come up for action. I reserVe to 
myself the right to vote for or against any bill 
that may find its way into this House. There 
are, however, certain principles which will gov- 
ern my action in all these matters. I never will 
vote for any bill, br amendment of the Constitu- 
tion, which will, by implication, either directly or 


indirectly, or otherwise, extend slavery over a | 


single foot of free territory, or that will sanction 


or establish itin any of the Territories of the Uni- || 


ted States. Those issues have been squarely and 
understandingly submitted to the American peo- 
ple, and they have passed judgment upon them, 


and by no act of mine shall that solemn decision || 
be reversed. I will vote forno amendments to the | 


Constitution which will ‘* convey the idea’’ that 
that sacred instrument *‘ creates property in man.’’ 
Mr. Madison thought such an * idea’ ought not 
to be incorporated into it; and I have no ambition 
to set up my opinion against his. With the Gov- 
ernor of my State, I believe it right that the per- 
sonal liberty bills of the several States should be 
examined, and if found in conflict with the Con- 
stitution, they should be either modified or re- 
pealed. Asan offset to this, 1 would have the 


fugitive slave law so modified as to secure to the 
fugitive a jury trial. 


While I would leave each State to the free and | 


full enjoyment of its own domestic institutions, 


and give them adequate remedies against invasion | 


or lawless mobs coming from other States, I 
would demand and have full and complete pro- 
tection for citizens from the free States, when 
traveling in the slave States. 

Southern gentlemen complain of us because we 
fail to turn out and catch their runaway negroes, 
and for this would break up the Union; yet, at 
the same time, they suffer our own citizens—the 
white men of the North—who have never com- 
mitted any offense against any of their laws or 
reguiations, while peaceably traveling in their | 
States, to be seized on mere suspicion by armed 
mobs, and murdered in cool blood. Others are | 
whipped, have their heads shaved, are tarred and 
feathered; while there is no insult that can be 


Under these | 
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|| any reasonable concessions that would not involve 
}a sacrifice of principle or be construed into an 
_ abandonment of the doctrines of the Chicago plat- 


form. To the rebels in the cotton States, who are | 
To and practicing treason, who are tramp- | 
| ling the national flag in the dust, who are seizing | 


our forts and stealing our arms, I have no com- 
promises to offer. They ask for none, and I 
would offer none. So long as they stand with 
| arms in their hands; so long as they stand point- 
ing their weapons of death at American citizens; 
so long as they forcibly resist the laws of our 
common country, my voice is for, war. That 
Government which negotiates with traitors or 
surrenders to armed rebels, deserves the contempt 
of the whole civilized world. 
| Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a suggestion 
| or two, of a practical nature, and I have done. I 
] am not among the number who believe our Gov- 


i 
} 


ernment a weak Government. The powers dele- 
gated to it under the Constitution dothe it with 
| sufficient authority and power to protect itself 
against foes without and foes within. The pres- 
| ent perilous condition of the country has not arisen 
|| from any inherent defects in our Government to 
| execute its own powers and functions; but from 
| the vacillating, timid, truckling, treasonable con- 
| duct of those charged with the execution of the 
laws. What can we expect, when the President 


he knows are plotting the overthrow of the Gov- 
ernment, that he will not place the forts belong- 
ing to the Union in a state of defense? What can 
we expect, when the Chief Magistrate of this great 


ment? 1 answer, just such a state of affairs as 
now exists. 


sion, we have had strong and earnest appeals made 
|| to the friends of the Union to allow the seceding 
States to go outin peace. While the Represent- 





the Capitol in crying peace, peace, their constit- 
uents at home have been sounding the tocsin of 
war. The property of the Government, which 
they have bought and paid for, has been seized; 
| our forts,arsenals,and munitions of war have been 
taken forcibly from the hands of our own officers; 
American guns have been turned upon American 


blocked up by armed mobs. Men may cry peace; 
but there is no peace. And shall we sit here under 
the syren song of peace until revolution and rebel- 
| lion has done its work? Shall we be lulled into 
a false security until the guns of the enemy are 
thundering at the gates of the Capitol? 


ore 2 
not with imaginary evils. 


ereign State? In the name of fairness, [ ask who 
has done it?) Who fired the first gun in Charles- 


lators of the law—the men who are making war 
upon the Government—when called upon to an- 
swer for their offenses, hide themselves behind 
the specious plea of State sovereignty? These 
are questions that must be settled—not theoreti- 
cally, but practically. 

While | would exhaust every constitutional 
remedy for the sake of peace, it is my fixed and 
settled opinion that the laws must be firmly ex- 
ecuted under the Constitution. The President 
has no discretionary power in this matter, and it 





invented by lawless violence that is not practiced 
upon them. Should an American citizen be thus 
treated abroad, it would be a cause for immediate 
war. These outrages are common occurrences; 
and [ have yet to learn that the civil authorities 
in these States have ever, in a singie instance, 
made any attempts to enforce the laws against 
the villains who are guilty of these atrocities. 
The freemen of New England want no * Union”? | 
which consigns their own citizens to the demon- | 
like fury of an infuriated mob. 

To our brethren in the slave States who are sin- | 
cerely laboring to save the Union, I would extend | 
the olive branch of peace. Tothem I would make 


| 
; 


discharge of this duty. It is pp the duty of 
the President, and of Congress within the scope 
of its constitutional authority, te protect the prop- 


erty of the United States against foreign aggres- 
sion and domestic violence. 





| President collect the revenues in every southern 
port, and every other port in the Union, peace- 
ably if he can, forcibly if he must. More than 
this, I would have him maintain the national flag 


| 
j 


) dock-yard and navy-yard in the Union. If, in the 


| of the United States retains openly avowed dis- | 
unionists in his Cabinet for his constitutional ad- 
visers; when he makes agreements with men that | 


nation sits down to parley with men in open re- | 
bellion against the laws and against the Govern- | 


In almost every speech that has been made in | 
Congress by the disunionists, at the present ses- | 


atives of the cotton States have been engaged at | 


citizens; and the great highway of the Mississippi || 


We are now dealing with stern realities, and | 
We are told we have | 
no constitutional right to make war upon a sov- | 


ton harbor—the Government or those who are || 
acting to overthrow it?) The grave question forces | 
itself upon us, what shall be done when a State | 
makes war upon the Government? Can the vio- | 


is the duty of Congress to come to his support, | 
and use all constitutional means to aid him in the 


Entertaining these opinions, I would have the | 


at every hazard, over every fortification, arsenal, || 
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\| discharge of this duty, he is met by foree, then I 
|| would place at his command the Army and Navy 
and purse of the nation. Sir, this Union must 
and shall be preserved. The experiment of self- 
government is not yet exhausted. It would be « 
shame, an everlasting reproach to the American 
name, to allow it to be destroyed by the hand of 
domestic violence. Every citizen of this vast 
Republic has a direct interest in its preservation. 
lo say that this great, this mighty and powerful 
Republic has no power to perpetuate its own ex- 
istence, to protect its property and citizens, is to 
manifest a weakness of which we never have 
been suspected at home or abroad. The great 
heart of the American people beats responsive to 
the preservation of the Galen. Madness may 
rule the passing hour, yet reason will ere long re- 
turn and resume it wonted sway. Men, frenzied 
with an unhealthy excitement, may raise the 
hand of violence against the best Government the 
world ever saw; butthe hallucination will pass 
away, and they will then wonder at their own 
folly. Gloom may hang over us like a dark por- 
tentous cloud; the deep shadows of night may 
gather around our dwellings at noonday; yet, in 
a little while, the thunder ceases its loud roar, 
the clouds flit away before the splendor of a me- 
ridian sun, the rainbow of promise again spans 
the political heavens, and the angel of peace again 
spreads his dewy wings over a happy land: 

Mr. HUTCHINS moved that the committee 
rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Wasusurne, of Illinois, 
reported that the Committee of the Whole on the 
state,of the Union had, according to order, had 
the Union generally under consideration, and par- 
ticularly a bill making appropriations for the sup- 
port of the Army for the year ending June 30, 
1862, and had come to no conclusion thereon. 


EBEN ADAMS. 


Mr. DUELL. - I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House that the Committee of the Whole be 
discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill of the House (No. 833) for the relief of Eben 
| Adams, and that the same be put upon its pas- 

sage. [tis avery small matter, and I hope las 
will be no objection. 

Mr. NIBLACK. [I have remained here for 
the very purpose of seeing that no business was 
transacted in so thina House. There is no quorum 
present. 

Mr. DUELL. Certainly the gentleman will 
allow the bill to be read? 

Mr. NIBLACK. I object, upon principle, to 
| transacting business, <a especially to passing 

bills, without a quorum of the House. 

Mr. DUELL. IL ask the gentleman to consent 
that the bill be taken up, a then be allowed to 
go over until to-morrow morning, when there will 
be a quorum present. 

Mr. NIBLACK. I will say that I have re- 
mained here by special request to watch this very 
kind of legislation. If somebody does not do 
that, business will be done without a quorum. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Perhaps the 
gentleman will hear the bill read. 

Mr. NIBLACK. I have no objection to that. 

The bill which, was read, directs the Secretary 
of the Treasury to pay Eben Adams, of the State 
of New York, $344 16, in full for extra services 
performed by him on mail route No. 1391, from 
the Ist of July, 1857, uptothe Ist of June, 1860. 

Mr. DUELL. Itisa very justclaim. I ask 
that the report may be read. 

Mr. NIBLACK. Read it. 

The report, which was read, shows that the pe- 
titioner became the contractor upon mail route 
number 1391 (New York) on the Tot day of July, 
1857, for the yearly compensation of $590, and 
| that he has performed the service up to this time. 

It further appears that the schedule for said route, 
as advertised by the Postmaster General, was to 
leave Cortland Village daily for Pitcher, and to 
|| leave Pitcher for Cortland Village only three times 

yer week; that he was the contractor prior to 

857, and he then, under his contract, carried said 
| mail six times per week from Pitcher to Cortland; 

that after July 1, 1857, at the urgent request of 
| the inhabitants on the said route, he conveyed 
said mail six times per week from Pitcher to Cort- 
| land, a distance of twenty miles, and has on those 
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extra trips reached Cortland Village in time to 
connect with the great northern mail per the Sy- 
racuse and Binghampton railroad. The business 
upon this route seemed to require a daily mail 


from Piucher to Cortland, as well as on the return | 


to Pitcher. As the route extended from Cortland 
to Norwich, a distance of forty miles, it became 


necessary for the petitioner to employ two teams 


to perform the service, and he ran a two-horse 
coach on the extra trips, as well as upon the reg- 
ular trips. It further appears that the compensa- 


tion of $590 was inadequate for the performance of 


the service as advertised by the Department; but 
itis the fault of the petitioner if he assumed to 
carry the mail for a less sum than he could rea- 
sonably afford. 

Mr. COLFAX, I will state to the House that 
we consulted with the Department about this bill. 
The Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads 
rejected the application on account of increased 
quantity of the mail, but thay allowed him a com- 
pensation on account of the extra trips which 
were necessary to be made. 

If we take this bill up, call the previous question 
upon it, and adjourn, it will come up the first 
thing to-morrow morning. 

Mr. DUELL. I trust it may be passed now. 

Mr. NIBLACK. I must obj ct to that. It 
would bye wrong to do sO. 

Mr. DUELL. I move the previous question 
upon the bill, 

Vr. SMITH, of North Carolina. I make no 
objection to calling the previous question upon 
this bill. I know that each case becomes a pre- 
eedent for others; and after members have lceftand 
gonuc home, with the expectation that no business 
would be transacted, I think it would be wrong 
to put any bill upon its passage. 

Mr. NIBLACK. Iwill say to the House that, 
upon consultation with some of my friends, we 
came to the determination to pursue the course I 
have indicated to-duy—that some of us would re- 
main here for the purpose of preventing business 
being done without a quorum. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

COMPROMISE RESOLUTIONS, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to present the resolutions of a 
convention of the people of Indiana, without dis- 
tinction of party, in favor of the Crittenden prop- 
osition, so called. 


|, two bills from the House of Representatives, for | 


No objection being made, the resolutions were | 


received and laid on the table. 


And then, on motion of Mr. DUELL, (at fif- 


teen minutes past four o’clock, p. m.,) the House 
adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
I’nipay, January 18, 1861. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. Guriey. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a report of the Secretary of the Senate, show- 
ing the names and compensation of the persons 
employed in his office during the year 1860; which 
was laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a report of the 
Secretary of War, communicating, in obedience 
to law, a statement of the expenses of the national 
armories, and the arms and appendages made 
thereat, during the year ending June 30, 1860; 
which, on metion of Mr. Wirson, was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs and Militia. 

He also laid before the Senate a report of the 
Secretary of War, communicating, in obedience 
to law, a statement of the appropriations appli- 


cable to the service of the War Department dur- | 


ing the fiscal year ending June 30, 1860; which, 
on motion of Mr. Bieier, was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also laid- before the Senate a report of the 
Secretary of the Navy, made in compliance with 
a resolution of the Senate of June 23, 1860, cali- 
ing for information upon various subjects per- 


taining to the naval establishment; which, on | 


motion of Mr. Bie ier, was referred to the Com 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 
MOSES MEEKER. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor in 
the chair.) The Chair will lay before the Senate 


the purpose of reference, ; 

The bill (H. R. No. 341) for the relief of Mo- 
ses Meeker was read twice by its ute. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I desire in asingle word 
to state to the Senate precisely ‘what that bill is; 
and if there be no objection, | ask that it be put 
on its passage. It has come from the House of 
Representatives, and is precisely like two other 
bills, which have heretofore passed both Houses, 
for the repayment, to certain miners upon the min- 
eral lands of Wisconsin, of rent illegally exacted 


| before the lands were purchased of the Indian | 


tribes. An agent of the Government illegally in- 
sisted upon the payment of certain rents by the 
miner; and thisis a bill providing for their repay- 
ment, because they were illegally enforced by the 
agent of the Government. At the last sessiona 
bill of a similar kind passed, and also at the ses- 
sion before. It docs not involve a large amount. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
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from Wisconsin asks unanimous consent to con- | 


sider the bill, to which he refers, at the present 
time. 

Mr. GWIN. 
let the morning business be disposed of. I want 
to offer a resolution; but 1 do not wish to object 
to this bill at all. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. LANE. I think the bill had better go to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, or Claims, or 
some other committee. I think it ought to be ex- 
amined. i 
out the amount of the claim. No facts are pre- 
sented in regard to it. I believe there is no report 
accompanying the bill. 1 think it ought to be 
examined; and I make a motion to refer it to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. ' 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A single ob- 
jection being interposed, the bill cannot have its 
third reading to-day. ‘The Senator from Oregon 
moves its reference to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

The motion to refer was agreed to 

GEORGE H. GIDDINGS. 


I have no objection, if he will | 
A} 


“rom the reading of it, | cannot find | 


The joint resolution (H. R. No. 62) for the | 


benefit of George H. Giddings was read twice 


| by its title, and referred to the Committee on the | 


Post Office and Post Roads. 
| STATE OF THE UNION. 
Mr. WADE presented resolutions of the Legis- 
lature of Ohio in relation to the present disturbed 


condition of the country; which were ordered to 
lie on the table and be printed. 
REPORT ON THE FINANCES. 
{ Mr.GWIN submitted the following resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 
| Resolved, ‘That there be printed, fer the use of the Senate, 


ten thousand additional copies of the annual report of the 
Secretary of the ‘Treasury on the finances, and five hun- 


| zens of Rockaway, Morris county, New Jersey 


| praying the adoption of the compromise 





January 18, 


The joint resolution (S. No. 58) authorizing 
Lieutenant T. A. M. Craven, United States Navy. 
to receive certain marks of distinction tendered 
him by the Spanish Government was read twice 
It proposes to authorize Lieutenant T. A, M_ 
Craven, of the Navy of the United States, ren 
cept from the Spanish Government a medal and 
diploma tendered him in acknowledgment of the 
services rendered by him to the seamen of the 
Spanish vessel Bella, wrecked on Cayo Gunichos 
in June last. , 

Mr.MASON. There is a brief letter from the 
Spanish minister reciting the service, and askino 
the Government to permit the lieutenant to re. 
ceive this acknowledgment. If any gentleman 
asks for its reading, let it be read. ~~ 

Several Senators. It is not necessary. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr, Foor.) 
The Chair hears no objection to the considera- 
tion of the joint resolution. It is before the Sen- 
ate as in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Sen- 
ate, aiieal to be engrossed for a third reading 
read the third time, and passed. r 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. KENNEDY presented twelve memorials 
of citizens of Washington county, Maryland, 
‘mt as- 
ures proposed by Mr. Crirrenpen; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BIGLER presented a memorial of citizens 
of Carbon county, Pennsylvania; a memorial of 
citizens of Littlestown, Adams county, Pennsy}- 
vania; four memorials of citizens of Easton, Pein- 
sylVania; seven petitions of citizens of Philadel- 
phia, Pennsylvania; and two petitions of citizens 
of Lehigh county, Pennsylvania, severally pray- 
ing the adoption of the compromise measutes pre- 
posed by Mr. Crirrenpen; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. . 

Mr. TEN EYCK. [ask leave to present the 
petition of H. J. Wood and many others, citi- 
) 
asking Congress to passa joint resolution at once, 
recommending the people of the several States to 
meet in convention on the 22d of February next, 
to appoint delegates to a national convention to 
be held in Independence Hall, Philadelphia, on the 
4th of March following, to promote the general 
welfare of the country, and for other purposes. | 
ask that it may be referred to the Committee on 


| the Judiciary. 


dred additional copies of the same for the use of the Treas- | 


ury Department. 
MOUNTAIN MEADOWS MASSACRE. 


Mr. LATHAM submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War transmit to this body 
the report made by Major James Henry Carleton, of the 
United States Army, relating to the massacre of one hun- 
hundred and twenty men, women, and children, at the 
Mountain Meadews, Utah Territory, im September, 1857; 
and all other papers relating thereto. 


PORT OF CHARLESTON. 
| Mr. SUMNER. I offer the following resolu- 
tion, and ask for its immediate consideration. 

Resolved, 'Thatthe President of the United States be re- 
| quested, if not incompatible with the public interests, to 
furnish to the Senate a copy of all recent correspondence 
between the Department of State and any ministers of 
foreign Powers at Washington, with reference to foreign 
vessels in the port of Charleston. 

Mr. BIGLER. Let it lie over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection be- 
ing made, it lies over. 
LIEUTENANT T. A. M. CRAVEN. 

Mr. MASON. I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations to report a joint res- 
olution. It is an acknowledgment of a compli- 


ment paid to one of our naval officers by a foreign | 


Government. The correspondence is very brief. | 


| | hope the resolution will be passed at once. 


It was so referred. 

Mr. TEN EYCK. [also ask leave to present 
resolutions of a public meeting recently held at 
Trentov, New Jersey, respecting the present pos- 
ture of public affairs, and tendering to the General 
Government all necessary support in the main- 
tenance of the Constitution and the laws. Llask 
that they be received, and lie on the table. 

It was so ordered. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to present the 
memorial of Robert W. Davis, collector of the 


| port of Detroit, and thirty others, mostly Demo- 


cratic officeholders of that city, asking for the 
passage of the CritTeNnDEN proposition. I move 


| that it lie on the table. 


It was so ordered. 
Mr. CRITTENDEN. Mr. President, I have 
been honored by the request of many of my fel- 


| low-citizens unknown to me, but believed to be 


highly respectable, to present various memorials 
or petitions to Congress, the object of which 1s 
to request that the two Houses will adopt the 
resolutions of compromise and adjustment which 
I had the honor to present. Here is, first, one 
from Monongalia county, Virginia. Here is an- 


'| other from citizens of Philadelphia; another from 


| citizens of Coles county, Illinois. Here, sir, are 


about thirty on the same subject, and to the same 


| effect, chiefly from Detroit, one or two, perhaps, 


| from citizens of other parts of Michigan. 


I beg 
leave to present them to the respectful considera- 
tion of the Senate, and ask that they lie on the 
table. 

They were ordered to lie on the table. 


NOTICE OF A BILL. 
Mr. SEBASTIAN gave notice of his intention 


to ask leave to introduce a bill to indemnify the 
survivors of the massacre by Mormons and In- 
dians at Mountain Meadows, in Utah Territory, 
in 1857. 
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WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
On motion of Mr. SEBASTIAN, it was 


Ordered, That Jeave be granted to withdraw the papers 
in the case of Livingston, Kinkead & Co. 


REPORT FROM A COMMITTEE, 
Mr. SEBASTIAN from the Committee on In- 


dian Affairs, to whom was referred a letter from | 
the Secretary of the Interior, communicating a | 
map of the Indian territories within the United | 


States, together with a copy of the report of the 


Commissioner of Indian affairs accompanying the | 


same, asked to be discharged from its further 
consideration; which was agreed to. 
0. F. D. FAIRBANKS AND OTHERS. 
Mr. SEBASTIAN. 


I ask the indulgence of 


the Senate to enable me to correet a mistake that | 


I committed the other day in reporting back the 
bill for the relief of O. F. D. Fairbanks, Frederick 
Dodge, and the Pacific Mail Steamship Company. 
I reported it back without asking for the consid- 
eration of the bill at that time. It is a bill to re- 
lieve a Government officer from the payment of a 
small amount of money which was advanced by 
the United States and applied to a proper object. 
It passed the House of Representatives, and L hope 
the Senate will indulge me by its present consid- 
eration. It is House bill No. I move to 
take it up. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (H. 
R. No. 127) for the relief of O. F. D. Fairbanks, 
Frederick Dodge, and the Pacific Mail Steamship 
Company, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It provides for the payment toO. F. D. 


i. 
24. 


Fairbanks of $250; to Frederick Dodge, Indian | 


agent at Carson’s Valley, of $614 38; and to the 
Pacific Mail Steamship Company of $412 50, for 
transportation, clothing, and board of the survi- 
vors of the Sublette Cut-off massacre, in Utah 
Territory, on the 27th of July, 1859. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Hays, Chief Clerk, announced that the 
Speaker had signed the following enrolled bills 
and joint resolution; which thereupon received 
the signature of the Vice President: 

A bill (S. No. 97) to authorize the institution 
of a suit against the United States to test the title 
to lots numbered five and six in Hospital square 
in San Francisco; 

A bill (S. No. 539) to continue in force an act 
therein mentioned relating to the port of Balti- 
more; and 

A joint resolution (S. No. 57) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to permit the owners 
of the steamboat John C. Frémont to change the 
name of the same to that of Horizon. 


SLAVERY QUESTION. 
Mr. CRITTENDEN. On a former day the 


honorable Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Cam- 
ERON] moved to reconsider a vote of the Senate. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question |) from Pennsylvania moves to postpone the reso- 


is on taking up the motion for consideration at 
this time. 

The motion was agreed to—ayes twenty-five, 
noes not counted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
now is on the motion of the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania to reconsider the vote adopting the 
amendment offered by the Senator from New 
Hampshire |r. CLarx] as a substitute for the 
resolutions of the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. CAMERON. My motion was made to 


| accommodate the Senator from Kentucky; but I | 


shall vote with my friends on this side. 

Mr. SUMNER ealled for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered; and being taken, resulted 
—yeas 27, nays 24; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Bigler, Bragg, Bright,Clingman, 
Crittenden, Douglas, Fitch, Green, Gwin, Hemphill, Hun 


| ter, Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson of ‘Tennessee, Kennedy, 


Lane, Latham, Mason, Nicholson, Pearce, Polk, Powell, 

Pugh, Rice,.S8aulsbury, Sebastian, and Slidell—27. 
NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bingham, Cameron, 

Chandler, Clark, Collamer, Dixon, Doolittle, Fessenden, 


| Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hale, Harlan, King, Seward, Sim- 
| mons, Sumner, Ten Eyek, Wade, Wigtall, Wilkinson, and 


Wilson—4. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Sa the Senate 


reconsiders the vote agreeing to the amendment 


of the Senator from New Hampshire, and the || 


question now recurs on agreeing to that amend- 
ment. 
Mr. BIGLER. 
things now, the amendment can be amended. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment of the Senator from New Hampshire is the 


If I understand the position of | 


question before the Senate, and it is open to | 
| amendment. . 


Mr. BIGLER. I move to amend the amend- 


| ment of the Senator from New Hampshire by 
striking outall after the word ‘* that,’’ and insert- 


ing what I send tothe Chair. I will state that it 


| is the proposition which I submitted here the 


other day; and, as I understand the Senator from 
Kentucky desires to lay the measure over, I shall 
not ask for the reading of the amendment unless 


| it is desired. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. I will ask leave to lay a 


| couple of amendments on the table, and have an 


I ask now that that subjecé be taken up, and that | 


the Senate will vote on the motion to reconsider, || 


hoping that the motion will be carried, and the 
subject then laid over until to-morrow. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 


from Kentucky moves to take up the motion of | 
the Senator from Pennsylvania, to reconsider the | 


vote by which the resolutions of the Senator from 
New Hampshire, (Mr. Crank,] as a substituie 
for the original resolutions of the Senator from 
Kentucky, were adopted. 

Mr. CLARK. 
now. 
sider, at any rate, will not be taken when the Sen- 
ate is not full, and when it is not expected. I 
have no objection to taking up the motion and 
fixing a time for its consideration, so that every- 
body may understand when it is coming up; but 
I object to voting on it at the present time, when 
the Senate is not full, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chairun- 
derstands the Senator from Kentucky to move to 
take up that subject now with a view to fixing a 
day hereafter for its consideration. 1s the Chair 
in error? 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I desire to have the 
vote taken on the motion to reconsider, and after 


the subject is reconsidered, then it can be post- 
poned. 


I hope that will not be done | 
| hope the vote on the motion to recon- | 


I 


order made to print them informally. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That carries 
the whole subject to the table. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. No; I propose to lay on the 
table two amendments which | will hereafter 
offer, and I only ask an order to print them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
print will be made by common consent. 

Mr.GWIN. Isthere anything before the Sen- 
ate now? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


The amend- 


The order to | 


ment of the Senator from New Hampshire is be- | 


fore the Senate,and the amendment to that amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Pennsy!vania. 
Mr. BIGLER. 


| posed of this question if we intend to act on it; 


and | suggest to Senators whether we cannot, by 


common consent, agree to take up this subject to- | 


Itis time, sir, that we had dis- | 


morrow, and hold asession specially for that pur- | 


pose, with the understanding that we shall dispose 
of itfinally, either to-moriow or Monday. [‘* Mon- 
day!’’ ** Monday!’’) [suggest tothe Senatorfrom 
Kentucky, that I will agree to any day which he 
will indicate, to-morrow or Monday, for the final 
disposition of this question. I am unwilling to 
indicate a day without knowing what the views 
of the Senator from Kentucky are. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
is still pending on the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Pennsylvania to the amendment of 
the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. HALE. Has that amendment been read? 

Mr. BIGLER. I move that the further con- 
sideration of the subject be postponed until one 
o’clock on Monday. [‘‘ To-morrow!’’ **To-mor- 
row!’’}| Well, one o’clock to-morrow. [‘* Oh, 
no; Monday!’’| I will state that 1 am under the 


The question 


apprehension that several Senators have made | 
| arrangements in reference to to-morrow, which 
| will make it very difficult for them to be present. 
| I will submit a motion that the further considera- 


tion of the resolutions be postponed until one 
o’clock on Monday, and I should be glad to have 
an understanding that We shall vote finally and 


| conclusively en the subject on Monday. 
The Senator || 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


lutions until Monday at one o’clock, and make 
them the special order for that hour. 
The motion was agreed to. 
ROBERT A. MATTHEWS. 


_Mr. IVERSON. [ask the indulgence of the 
Senate to take upasmall bill, which was reported 


| from the Committee on Private Land Claims at 
| the last session, to refund to the atterney of 


Charles W. Tosh the sum of §200, paid by him 
on the — of a tract of land. The tract was 
subsequently ascertained to have been covered by 
a railroad grant, and the certificate of entry has 
been canceled by the Department. i 

Mr. CAMERON. I desire te make a motion 


| in the morning hour. 


Mr. IVERSON. 
minutes. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


This will only take a few 


It is utterly 


| impracticable to proceed with business in the gen- 


eral confusion that prevails. 
Mr. CAMERON. I desire to make a motion. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
be obliged to suspend the business of the Senate 


| until the Senate sees fit to come to order. 


| Office to pay to Robert A. Matthews, attorney of 


Mr. CAMERON. I want to ask the Senator 
to withdraw his motion. 

Mr. IVERSON. This bill will not take five 
minutes; there is no difficulty about it; itis merely 
to refund $200 paid under a mistake. I move to 
take up Senate bill No. 321, for the relief of Rob- 
ert A. Matthews. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Read the bill. 

The Secretary read the bill, which proposes to 
direct the Commissioner of the General Land 


| Charles W.Tosh,the amount received from Tosh 


for one hundred and fifty-five and sixty-two hun- 
dredths acres of land, entered by him at the land 
office at Sioux City, in the State of lowa, on the 
2d October, 1856, as per register’s certificate and 
receiver’s receipt, both numbered four hundred 
and fifty-five, the entry having since been can- 
celed as embracing land within the limits of the 
railroad grants made by Congress by act ap- 
proved 15th May, 1856. 

The motion to take up the bill was agreed to; 
and it was read the second time, and considered 


|) asin Committee of the Whole, and reported to 


the Senate. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. 


That bill comes from a 


| committee of which 1 am a member; but I have 


| tion of it, 


no sori of recollection of it, and I should like to 


| have some explanation made of it. 


Mr. PUGH. Is that a bill to refund money 
for a false entry of land? 

Mr. IVERSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr.PUGH. I should like to hear an explana- 
The practice of the office, and, | be- 
heve, the'law, is to repay the money wherever 
the entry is canceled, unless there are some par- 
ticular circumstances. Therefore, if it is an ordi- 
nary cease, | do not see the necessity of the bill; 
and if itis an extraordinary case, shoul like 
to have a little explanation. 

Mr. IVERSON. I understand, from the per- 
son who Is attorney in this case—Mr,. Matthews 
—that the Land Office cannot or will not refund the 
money. Ido not know on what ground, unless 
that they have not power, and it requires an act 
of Congress. It was reported from the Commit- 


| tee on Private Land Claims; and probably the 


chairman of that committee can explain it. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Myreccollection of the bill 
at this moment is, that the party applying for 
this money has a power of attorney authorizing 
him to receive it; but a power of attorney bear- 
ing a date anterior to that of the issuing of the 
warrant, and, under the laws as they stand, that 
is equivalent to a transfer, which is forbidden by 
law, prior to the issuing of the warrant. The 
party to whom the money has been advanced has 
gone to some foreign country, and cannot be 
found to renew his power; and the Land Office 
therefore desires some authority to recognize this 
nower of attorney, to enable it to pay the money; 
that is the difficulty. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed, and read 
the third time; and it was read the third time, 
and passed. 


CAPTAIN E. A. CAPRON. 
Mr. WILKINSON. I move to tak: up Tlouse 
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bill No. 447, for the relief of the children of the 
late Captain E. A. Capron. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
wovides for the payment to the children of the 
late Captain E. A. Capron of $300 arrears due cn 
a pension granted August 20, 1847. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. CAMERON. I move that House bill No. 
338 be made the special order for Wednesday 
next at one o’clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania moves to take up the bill (HH. 
R. No. 338) to provide for the payment of out- 
standing Treasury notes, to authorize a loan, to 
regulate and fix the duties on imports, and for 
other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania moves to postpone the further 
consideration of the bill, and make it the special 
order of the day at one o’clock on Wednesday 
next. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTIONS. 


Mr. GREEN. LI ask leave to introduce a joint 
resolution, merely for the purpose of having it 
referred. 

Leave was granted; and the joint resolution (S. 
No. 59) to provide for the maintenance of the 
Union, or for a convention for a peaceable sepa- 
ration of the States, and the restoration of har- 
mony upon the principles of justice and equality 
to all, was read twice. 

Mr. GREEN. I desire to have the resolution 
read at length. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

Resolved. §c., That, for the purpose of protecting the rights 
of ail the peopic, and of all the States, so far as devolves 
upon Federal authority, and to maintain the Union in its 
purity and excellence—or failing in that, to provide for 
peaceable separation—it be, and hereby is, recommended 
to the several States‘to take immediate steps, by conven- 
tions or otherwise, and make such propositions to the sev- 
eral States, each to the other, or by conventions of States, 
as may best conduce to the restoration of harmony consist 
ent with the principles of justice and equality to all. 

Mr. GREEN. I move to refer it to the com- 
mittee of thirteen. 

Several SENATORS. 

Mr. GREEN. 
discharged. 
has not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
referred. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. 
in reference to the resolution—not to debate it— 
but to signify to the honorable gentleman from 
Missouri that L feel myself a little constrained in 
respect to this resolution, | would gladly perform 
towards him, and towards every other of my 
brother Senators, any act of courtesy that might 
be suitable; but | cannot vote for a resolution, in 
any form, to make a preparation for the separa- 
tion of the States of this Union. I will not antici- 
pate such a contingency. I will not seem to rec- 
ognize the probability, or even possibility, of 
such an event. I will not vote, even in this indi- 
rect manner, for a proposition that implies its dis- 
solution, much less makes provision for it. For 
this reason, and this only, I shall vote against 
referring the resolution to a committee of Inquiry. 
I hope the Senate will consider: are we here al- 
ready to assume the dissolution of the Union, and 
to provide for the wreck? Is the Senate of the 
United States to be employed in that manner; 
presupposing, implying, granting, as it were, In 
the face of the whole world, that the imminence 
of the danger is such, and the probability such, 
that we are called upon—not in our capacity as 
Senators, for as such we have nothing to do with 
it—but that we are called upon as men, exercis- 
ing, however, an official authority, to provide for 
the destruction of that very Union that we were 
sent here and sworn to maintain? I can give no 
such vote, sir. 

Mr. COLLAMER. <I inquire whether this 
joint resolution has been referred ? 

Mr. GREEN. Certainly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
regards the question as before the Senate. The 
Chair said it would be referred by general con- 


It is discharged. 
That committee has not been 
The chairman informs me that it 


It will be so 


I wish to say a word 


_and to reflect upon. 


sent of the Senate, but the Senator from Kentucky 
interposing an objection, the question of refer- 
ence is now before the Senate. 

Mr. GREEN. 
mark. I thought it had been referred. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
had a right to make such an inference, from the 
action of the Chair. 
y0sing it was by common consent, that it would 
* referred to the select commitye. Objection 


I beg leave to make one re- | 


The Chair remarked, sup- | 


being interposed, however, the question 1s still 


before the Senate. 
Mr. GREEN. 
honorable Senator from Kentucky is not well 
founded. The public mind expects something to 
be done that willlead to a aallleainas We know 


I think the objection of the 


not what that thing willbe. Every expedient that | 


human ingenuity can devise ought to be resorted 
to. I desire this to remain in the committee until 
we see the fate of the resolutions of the Senator 


from Kentucky in the Senate. They are but rec- | 
ommendations to the people at last. They do not | 


propose to amend the Constitution by a two- 
thirds vote here, but to take an informal, illegal, 
unauthorized vote of the people, to see whether 
they will take steps to oa the Constitution. 


That is all. The proposition that I make, and | 


which I shall urge, if we cannot do any better, is 
not to dissolve the Union, but to resort to every 
expedient to save it on terms of equality to all; 
and if that should fail, then to take the next best 
thing. And what is the next best thing? Peace- 
ful, honorable, equitable separation. And how 
is that to be done? As the Senator says, not by 


the Senate, not by Congress; it must be done by | 


the action of the several States themselves, in 
their sovereign capacity. 

There is nothing novel in this idea. The old 
Congress of the Confederation passed a similar 


resolution; which led to delegates being sent to | 


Philadelphia for the formation of the existing 


| Constitution, and the establishment of the present 


Union. That Congress of the Confederation had 
no more power to make such an invitation—for it 
is but an invitation to the States—than we have to 
make this invitation. It laid the foundation of 
our past prosperity, our growth, and our promi- 
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bent on the Chair, at this time, to call up the 
special order of the day. The Chair will state to 
the Senate that there are two special orders as- 
signed for this hour. One is the Pacific railroad 
bill, so called, and the other the bill for the ad- 
mission of Kansas. The Pacific railroad bill, as 
the unfinished business of yesterday, takes pre- 
cedence, and is now before the Senate for consid- 
eration.» 

Mr. COLLAMER. I move that that be Jaid 
aside, and the Kansas bill taken up. 

Mr. GWIN. I hope it will be made the spe- 
cial order for Tuesday next. Monday has been 
assigned for the resolutions of the Senator from 
Kentucky, and Wednesday for the tariff bil], | 


| hope the railroad bill will be taken up on Tues- 


day. I do not want to interfere with the Senator 
from Vermont. 

Mr. COLLAMER. [have no objection to that 
suggestion, and I modify my motion in that Way, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Vermont moves to postpone the considera- 
tion of the Pacific railroad bill until Tuesday 
next, and make it the special order for that day 
at one o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ADMISSION OF KANSAS, 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H.R. No. 
23) for the admission of Kansas into the Union: 
the pending question being on the amendment of 
Mr. Green to strike out the proposed boundaries 
of the State as defined by the bill: 


** Beginning at a point on the western boundary of the 
State of Missouri, where the thirty-seventh paralicl of 
north Jatitude crosses the same; thence west on said par 


| allel to the twenty-fifth meridian of longitude west from 


nence as a nation among the family of nations. || ) 
| land; thence west along said northern boundary, the north- 

ern boundary of the Osage lands, and the prolongation of 
| the same, to the twenty-fifth meridian of longitude west 
| from Washington; thence north on said meridian to the 


It may be possible that this may lead to it, if 
everything else fails. 
culated to stop the current of fanaticism and of 


folly—if anything better can be devised to restore | 


peace and harmony, together with security, I will 
go for that other thing; but the public mind is 
now in expectation of some movement being 
made that will concentrate public opinion; and the 
public mind,-as they are all but mere voluntary 


acts of the people, even if we pass them, ought | 


to have these several subjects up for consideration 
Let them, from Maine to 
Florida, reflect on all the SS and see 


which is most feasible, and which is best calcu- | 


lated to accomplish beneficial results; and when 
the people shall have acted, and the States in 


| their sovereign capacity, I shall be content with 


| tial degree, feel the public pulse. 


that action, whatever it is. 


If anything else better cal- | 





The action on the Senator’s resolutions must | 


emanate from the States. The vote of the people 
of the States which he calls for is an informal, 
illegal vote. Noman can be punished for perjury 


Washington ; thence north on said meridian to the fortieth 
parallel of latitude ; thence east on said parallel to the west 
ern boundary of the State of Missouri; thence south with 
the western boundary of said State.’’ 


And in licu thereof to insert: 


Beginning in the main channel of the North Fork of the 
Platte river, at a point where the twenty-fifth meridian of 
longitude west from Washington crosses the saine ; thence 
down and along said channel to its junction with the main 
stream of the Platte; thence down and along the main 
channel of the Platte to the Missouri river; thence south 
along said river and the western boundary of the State of 
Missouri to the northern boundary of the Cherokee neutral 


place of beginning. 

Mr.GREEN. Mr. President, i discussed this 
question somewhatat the last session of Congress, 
and I shall not now go into any general debate 
on the subject. Ido not intend to interpose ob- 
stacles to the action of the Senate upon this ques- 
tion; but I think, owing to the space of time that 


| has elapsed, I ought to make a little explanation 


of it before the vote is takeh on the amendment. 

It will be observed by an examination of the 
constitution adopted at Wyandotte, now pending 
before the Senate, that about one third of the 
Territory of Kansas is cut off on the west. That 
includes the Pike’s Peak region, where the first 
gold discovery was made, including the Gregory 
mines, and so on, cutting off that space of terri- 


| tory; which none of the other constitutions ever 


at that election; no man can be forced to open the || 


pos; no Governor can be compelled, by pracla- 
mation, to order such an election. It is Sat an 
invitation; mine is butaninvitation. Still, I will 
vote for the Senator’s resolutions most cheerfully, 
for I want the public attention called to this sub- 
ject. If we can accomplish anything, it is only 
through the public mind and the public heart; 
and this is a means by which we may, in a par- 
That is all the 
reason I offer it; and, whether referred or not, I 
have accomplished all the purpose I had at pres- 
sent in view; and that is to spread it before the 
country for consideration, in case every other 
better expedient should fail. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Will the honorable Sen- 
ator permit me to make one word of explanation? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Certainly. 

Mr. WILSON. I desire to inquire of the Chair 





| if there is not a special assignment for this hour? 


| 


RAILROAD TO THE PACIFIC. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is incum- 





| fit for settlement or habitation. 


did. Owing to the character of the country, that 
reduces it to a small compass to constitute a good 
State. The gross area is about eighty thousand 
square miles; but the portion susceptible of set- 
tlement and of habitation will not exceed forty 
thousand; and the best authority I have reduces 
it to thirty thousand out of eighty thousand square 
miles. After we pass west of the Missouri river, 
except upon a few streams, there is no territory 
It is unproduc- 
tive. Itis like a barren wastg, It will not even 
support cattle, or sheep, or anything pertaining 
to the grazing business. There are no mineral 
resources in the State to supply any want of ag- 


' ricultural resources. Hence, I propose to enlarge 
the boundary, not upon the west, but to take the 


| tial State. 


present western boundary and rolong it northerly 
up to the Platte river; and then follow the line of the 
river to its junction with the Missouri line, and fol- 
low the Missouri line down. It will add to the Ter- 
ritory about thirty thousand square miles, about 
two thirds of which will be susceptible of settle- 
ment. It will then make a good, strong, substan- 
I have the privilege to state, in this 
connection, that nine tenths of the people south 
of the Platte, in what is now called. Nebraska, 


a a a’ 








desire this annexation to Kansas. I have a me- 


morial here, which was examined, setting forth | 


the reasons why it ought to be so; and I think 
that but for political considerations, creating great 


anxiety to bring Kansas in now, right or wrong, | 


we should all assent to this proposed change of 
boundary. In some six or eight cases of States 
admitted heretofore, we have done the same thing. 


We changed the boundary of lowa; we changed | 


the boundary of Michigan; and in regard to sev- 
eral other States, if we did not change the bound- 
ary we made other changes, which required the 
constitution to go back to them to receive their 
subsequent assent. 


The question now is this: is it right, as a prin- 
ciple of political economy, as wise legislators, to | 


add that portion of Nebraska to Kansas; or is it 


not? It is not whether it will delay the admission | 


of the State; for that consideration never did op- 
erate upon the minds of Senators in any other 
case; but the question is: is it right, in parceling 
out the territory, in shaping States, and leaving 


territory to be shaped into future States hereafter, | 
I think | 


that this should be annexed to Kansas? 
it emiyently proper; I think it proper from the 
character of the country. When Kansas was 
originally organized, the policy was to extend the 
States westward. There was then no discovery 
of gold in the Rocky Mountains. Nowachange 
of policy is indispensably neces@ary. A separate 
government must be established for the Pike’s 
Peak region; and hence, as we cut off that portion 
of Kansas, we ought to add an equal portion on 
the North. 

Another consideration: the present population 
of Kansas is not equal to the ratio of representa- 


tion. The census has been taken in the legal form, | 
Adding this portion of | 
Nebraska to it, gives it an adequate population. | 


and shows a deficiency. 


It then comes in as a good and substantial State. 


As to its political character, | know nothing and | 
If the present change | 


would not stop to inquire. 
of boundary shall be made,I shall vote for the 
admission. J desire to get rid of this question as 


soon as Lean, and I therefore will most cheer- | 


fully and heartily vote for its admission. 

jut this is not the only amendment I have to 
offer, for the present pending amendment proposes 
another change upon the south boundary. It 
will be observed that the constitution of Kansas 
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insuperable objection, if it is not one that cannot 


be got over by any possible plausible reasoning, I 
am totally deceived in my own judgment. The In- 
dian lands ought to be excepted; and the best way 
to except them is to run the southern boundary 
north of the Indian line. It is only a short dis- 
tance. It cuts off but a small space of land—but 


little territory; and we add on the north that | 
which is below the Platte; and it makes a beauti- | 
ful State, capable of sustaining a heavy popula- 


tion, and enjoying much prosperity and Hoes 
1 trust more hereafter than they have had in the 
past. That is the object of this amendment. 


There is still another difficulty; and I shall in- 


sist, whether this amendment be adopted or not, 


upon a resubmission of the constitution to the | 
people of Kansas; for I deny the right of Con- | 


gress to change any constitution; I deny the right 


of Congress to put qualifying expressions in it | 


which will change its import, and force them 
to take it without their consent. It is forcing 
upon them a constitution they nevermade. Now 
—l ask the question in all candor—have the peo- 
ple of Kansas, in person or by Delegates, ever 
assented to this exception that the House bill puts 
in? If not, it must . resubmitted to them; and, 
if resubmitted, had we not better shape the boun- 
daries in that manner which we think most con- 


| ducive to the public weal? 


Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, I should be 


very willing to add the country south of the Platte | 
river, as proposed by the Senator from Missouri, | 
to Kansas, and incorporate it with that State, if | 


it could be done without postponing its admis- 
sion. Iam willing to vote for an amendment to 
the effect that the people on the south side of the 
Platte, within the boundaries specified by him, 
not now included in the State of Kansas, shall 


vote for and against annexation; and that, in the | 
event a majority of them are in favor of being in- | 
| cluded within the State of Kansas, they may be 


so included. But, while I do that, I must admit 


Kansas unconditionally as a State, and leave the 


question of the enlargement of the boundaries to 
be determined by a vote of the people afterwards. 
I think the Nebraska river would be a better 
boundary 

Several Senators. You meanthe Platte river. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The Indian name of the 
Platte is the Nebraska river; from that I got the 
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and I apprehend that if Kansas shall be admitted 
under this constitution, and the question shall ever 
come before any court, it will be at once declared 
that the treaty is the paramount law; and that, 
consequently, there is nothing in the constitution 
of Kansas to give to that State jurisdiction over 
any Indian reservation which has been excepted 
by treaty, and which it has been declared shall 
never be ineluded within the limits or be subject 
to the jurisdiction of any State. 

It is very well for the House of Representa- 


tives to declare that these Indian reservations shall 


be excepted; which, in fact, amounts to declaring 
that we understand at the time we pass the act 
that we are not subjecting them to the jurisdic- 
tion of the State of Kansas. It was very well for 
me to insert in the Kansas-Nebraska bill the same 
declaration. It is only giving notice that, at the 
time the bill passes, it is so understood; but the 
legal effect would be, that the rights secured under 
the treaty would prevail, whether there was any 
such declaration in the law of admission or in the 
constitution of the State or not; and therefore 
these reservations are not necessary. They are 


| very well on their face, but they are not abso- 
| lutely necessary. 


For this reason, I do not understand that the 
objection interposed by the Senator from Mis- 
souri is an insuperable objection at all. The pro- 
posed amendment to the boundary does not change 
the legal effect of the bill as to the rights of the 
Indians, or the jurisdiction of the people of Kan- 
sas, in respect to the Indian country, at all. I 
think 1: would have been very well if the people 
of Kansas had drawn their boundaries in the way 
he indicates, I think it would have been a little 
plainer, and certainly it would have been a little 


| more acceptable to me; but the legal effect would 
_ not have been changed; and, as the objection, if 


it has force at all, consists only in its legal effect 


| in violating the legal rights of the Indians, if that 


legal effect is not changed, the objection van- 
ishes. 

Hence, I have been unable to see anything in 
the objections which have been urged by the Sen- 
ator, either as to the southern boundary or the 
northern boundary, as furnishing reasons why 
we should not vote for the admission of Kansas. 
I do think we ought to admit Kansas promptly, 


includes the Indian reservations, the Cherokee | 
lands, the Seneca lands, and I think a portion of | 
of the Quapaw lands. Treaties were made with 
those Indians, when we sold lands to the Chero- 
kees, especially providing that they never should 
be included within any State. The constitution | 
of Kansas does include them. I propose to run | 
the line just north of those Indian reservations, | 
and observe our treaty stipulation, and not break | 
it because we have the physical power to do it; | 
but observe good faith with the Indian tribes. My 
friend, the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. Corva- 
MER,| at the last session, on this point, answered | 
me about this, that the territorial bill included it. 
and that that wasas mucha violation as this. But | 

ou will observe, by examining that territorial | 
pill, while the nominal boundary runs around it, || 
as drawn by the Senator from Lilinois, (Mr. Dove- | 
Las,} and as passed by Congress, it especially 
excepted all Indian reservations. ‘The constitu- 
tion of Kansas does not except anything. I ask 
attention to this point. .It was competent for 
Congress, organizing the Territory, to except it. 
It was therefore legally excepted out of the nom- 
inal boundaries. 

It will be observed, however, in reading the | 
House bill upon which we are now acting, that 
the House of Representatives undertook to ex- 
cept it just in the same language that was em- 
ployed in the Kansas-Nebraska bill; but I ask 
the attention of Senators to this point: Kansas, in 
her sovereign capacity, if we admit herasa State, 
has made a constitution that excepts nothing; we 
say, *“* we let you in, if you except these Indian 
lands.’? Very well; does not that force us to re- 
commit the constitution to them? or else, in the 
language of the eloquent Senator from Illinois, we 
shall be choking a constitution down their throats 
to which they never assented? They have never 
assented to this. We can only get rid of the dif- 
ficulty by changing the boundary, or if we except | 
these Indian lands out, in the language of the Kan- | 
sas-Nebraska bill, as the House does, the people 
of Kansas must assent to that. 


|| without further delay, or further obstacle. We 
name of the Territory. I think that river would || have had controversies enough about Kansas. 
be a better boundary. It is a barrier to settle- || We had a struggle once whether she should be 
ment rather than a connecting link between the |) admitted with these same boundaries, with these 
settlements. It is very wide and very shallow; |; same objections existing, two or three years, with 
its bottom is filled with quicksands; it is almost | a constitution that L insisted was not made by the 
impossible to ford it; and it is extremely difficult || people of Kansas. I do not intend now to reopen 
and expensive to bridge it. It would be a much || that controversy; but if the objection brought for- 
better boundary than the one fixed on the fortieth || ward by the Senator from Missouri is insuperable 
parallel, for which I admit that | am responsible || now, it was just as insuperable to the Lecompton 
in the formation of the Territory. I would like || constitution. The fact of these Indian reserva- 
| to give the natural boundary instead of that arti- || tions was just as well known to us then as it is 
ficial one; but | am only willing to give that by |) now. The objection was as binding on the con- 
| an amendment submitting the proposition to the |, sciences of men then as now. Nobody oa this 
people for ratification or rejecuon by itself, and || side of the Chamber then thought the objection 
not to affect the question of the admission of Kan- || was insuperable. I do not see what additional 
sas under this constitution. force it has now got. I did not deem it necessary 
But there is another objection of the Senator || in debate, when arguing against the acceptance 
from Missouri. He presents what he thinksisan | of the Lecompton constitution, to go any further 
insuperable objection to our admitting this State | than simply to make a vague allusion to the In- 
/atthis time. He tells us that there are certain |, dian treaties. I knew the sagacity of the Senator 
| Indian treaties by which certain lands now within || from Missouri; and if I did interpose that objec- 
| the limits of the Territory and of the propo8ed || tion, he would have retorted on me in a moment, 
| State of Kansas, were stipulated never to be in- || ‘it is a treaty stipulation; the treaty is the para- 
| corporated within or subject to the jurisdiction of | mount law, and there is no valid force in your 
any State or Territory. Thatistrue. That objec- 


) objection.’’ I thought so too. Hence | predicated 
tion was made when the Kansas-Nebraska bill || my opposition to the Lecompton constitution 
was pending, and to meet it, I inserted a clause 


upon a different ground; upon a ground that 
providing that such Indian reservations as were | 


| thought could not be answered—upon the merits 
not by treaty to be included within the boundaries || of the question, and not upon a echnical pointas 
of any State or Territory should not be deemed || to a treaty stipulation being violated, when the 
| to be within the boundaries of Nebraska or Kan- || act had no legal effect to deprive anybody of any 
sas; but should be excepted therefrom. I suppose || right under a treaty. 
they would have been thus excepted if there had‘|| . Under all these circumstances, I think the op- 
been no such declaration in the organic act; for vonents of the admission of Kansas now had 
the simple reason that the Constitution of the | better regard the question on its merits, as we did 
| United States has declared that the Constitution || when we opposed the admission under the Le- 
itself, and all laws and treaties made in pursuance || compton constitution. If it be true that this con- 
of it, shail be the supreme law of the land, any- || stitution is the act and deed of the people, let them 
thing in the constitution or laws of any Statg to || have it. Senators tell us that there is not popu- 
the contrary notwithstanding. These treaties be- || lation enough. 1 reckon there are as many peo- 
ing the paramount law, the supreme law, no act | ple in Kansas now as there were when the Le- 
of the people of Kansas, by constitution or by 


compton constitution was made. The Senator 
| legislative enactment, or in a other mode, can | 


from Missouri says there is nothing like it. I 
If this is not an |! impair any of the rights secured by these treaties; || think the census will show that there are more 
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than double as many. The president of the Le- 


compton convention himself did not claim, when | 


that constitution was made, that there were more 
than from twenty-five to thirty thousand. He 
furnished a written statement to that effect. The 
census now shows, how many? 

Mr. GRIMES and Mr. DOOLITTLE 
hundred and nine thousand. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Three or four times as many 
as there were when the Lecompton constitution 
was made. it has as large a population, I appre- 
hend, as there is now in the State of Oregon. 1 
have not seen the census of that State; but from 
what i have understood, I should suppose so. 

This objection in regard to the want of popu- 
lation was not de emed quite conclusive and insu- 
perable when we passed the bill for the admission 
of Oregon here two years ago. I know I had to 
fight a good many of my friends, if | may so call 
them, on the other side of the Chamber, on the 
admission of Oregon. My colleague thought it 
was very wrong to admit Oregon with so small 
a population. My answer was, that while it was 
a good rule to require the ratio requisite for a 
member of Congress, yet we had never adhered 
to thatrule. Iwas willing todeclare it a rule for 
the future, and live upto it; but I was not willing 
to make a case, and apply it to one State, where 
there were special political and personal reasons 
for making that objection, and except another 
State te which it ought to be applied with the 
same rigor and force. 

| helped to admit Florida into the Union when 
she had a population of forty-eight thousand, 
under a ratio of representation that required sev- 
enty-three thousand. IL suppose two thirds of 
the new States of this Union have been admitted 
with less population than Kansas now has. I 
doubt whether more than two or three ever had 
asmuch. Ohio had nothing like it, probably not 
more than half; Indiana had about half; Iiinois 
about half; Mississippi, Arkansas, Missouri, Ala- 
bama, and Louisiana about half. There is no 
constitutional limitation as to the number of 1n- 
habitants. While I think it is not right toadmit 
new States with too small a population—thirty 
or forty, or fifty thousand—yet it has even been 
done; and certainly, if the objection was not well 
taken to a population of forty or fifty thousand, 
it is not an insuperable objection when there are 
one hundred and nine thousand. 

Under these circumstances, I think we had bet- 
ter waive these small, technical objections, and 
treat this question on its merits. I think the 
people of Kansas have been badly treated with 
reference to this question of admission. | think 
the sooner we close up this controversy the better, 
if we intend to wipe out the excited and irritated 
feelings that have grown out of it. It will have a 
tendency to restore good feeling. It is an act of 


One 


justice, and | had hoped that the bill would pass 


now unanimously. If there is any desire to add 
to this the country on the north side of Kansas 


running up the Nebraska river, I think that would | 


improve its boundaries; and [ would be very will- 
ing to vive our assent to it, as we did to extend- 
ing the boundary of Missouri up to the Missouri 
river, and as we have given our consent to extend 
the boundaries of other States, in order to make 
them natural Iam willing to adjust the 
boundaries of a State when the people have made 
a mistake in its original limits at any time; but 
that can be done hereafter as well as by procras- 
tinating the admission. I will not detain the Sen- 
ate; but I will do no act that will cripple or pro- 
crastinate the admission of Kansas into the Union. 

Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, Ido not in- 
tend to enter into an examination of the several 
objections which have been made by the honor- 
able Senator from Missouri, further than to say, 
that last year | had an opportunity to visit Kan- 
sas, and I found the condition of society there 
very far advanced in agriculture, manufactures, 
trade, and all social and civil organizations— 
everything complete, and all within a Territory 
which was compact and satisfactory to the people 
themselves. 1 found that in adopting the Wyan- 
dotte constitution, they had at last succeeded in 
acting upon a frame of civil government against 
which | heard not one word of objection in the 
whole Territory. So much as to the boundaries 
and the constitution. 

In regard to the alleged danger to the reserva- 


ones, 


tions for the Indians, which are not mentioned or | 


' with the Lecompton constitution. 


excepted in the constitution, it occurred to me 
that the argument of the Senator from Illinois in 
answer to the objection was entirely satisfactory; 
and if we had time to refer to the constitutions of 
several of the States, we should find that there was 
the same improvident neglect, not guarded against. 


When I heard the objection raised this morning 


that the constitution of Kansas does not save the 
rights of the Indians in Kansas, I sent for the 
constitution of the State of New York, (which 
been twice revised by conventions—one in 
1822, and one in 1846,) where there always have 


has 


| been reservations in the oceupation of the Indians 


of the Six Nations. The Indians are there yet; 
the reservations are there yet; and the constitu- 
tion, in either case, forgets to notice that there are 
either Indians or Indian reservations in the State. 
They have enjoyed all their rights and immuni- 
tics, and been protected by the Federal Govern- 
ment as well as by the government of the State. 
Mr. GREEN. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. President, there is a vast | 


difference between New York and Kansas. New | 


York was one of the original States which as- 
sisted to form the Government, and her bound- 
aries and jurisdiction were the same then that 
they are now. ‘The Federal Government had no 
agency in the formation of her boundary; and 
to undertake to liken that to one in which we 
must have an agency, is nota very fair argument. 
The Federal Government never had power to take 
that land from New York. The Federal Govern- 
ment never owned that land, and the Federal Gov- 
ernment never sold that land to the Indians. It 


was New York land,and New York can do what | 


she pleases with her own. But this land in Kan- 
sas belonged to the Federal Government, and was 
sold to the Cherokees—they paying $500,000 as 
a consideration—with the express stipulation that 
it never should be included in any State. Now, 
I wish to put this question: it is either excepted 
out of the constitution, or it ts not; which do 
you say it is? [ should like to have Senators 
answer me. It is either excepted out of the Con- 
stitution, or it is not—J mean the constitution as 
framed at Wyandotte. Ifit is not excepted out, 
we are doing wrong, unless we put a proper qual- 
ification in the bill requiring the assent of the peo- 
ple of Kansas to it. If itis excepted out, and we 
make a treaty with the Cherokees and the Sene- 


ee 


eas, and by their title, where will the boundary | 


of Kansas be then? If it is excepted out, it runs 
around on the north side. 


Or do we only except 


our jurisdiction, and leave the boundary included? | 
You must come to these points of consideration. | 
They are either included in the State, although | 


you may except the jurisdiction, or they are not 
included in the State. If they are included in the 
State, you violate the treaty. If they are not 
included in the State, if we make a treaty and 


purchase their lands, they would not be then | 


included in the State without a subsequent amend- 
ment to the constitution. 

Again, sir: the Senator from Illinois says it is 
no more an insuperable objection now than it was 
That is true; 
and if my attention had been called to it, I should 
have pressed it then as much as I do now. But 
the practical effect of it is now being seen and 
understood. Inasmuch as the boundaries of Kan- 
sas as a Territory nominally included this land, 


the white people went out and rushed upon it; | 


and there are from three to four thousand upon 
itnow. Thedragoons of the United States were 
sent down to drive them off. They burnt some 
twenty houses; but it raised so much confusion 


and commotion, that the Secretary of the Interior | 


suspended the order, and they are now living 
upon it. One of them came to me who had trav- 
eled four hundred miles to see me. He lived 
upon the Indian lands, and expended $6,000 in 


buildings—a mill, dwelling-house, and so on—not | 
knowing he was upon the Indian lands. He knew 


he was within what was nominally called the 
boundary of Kansas; and when the dragoons 
were about to drive them off, he came to me to 
get the order suspended, and to see if anything 


| could be done for their relief. 


This is a practical consequence of the serious 
dificulties that occur out of this loose, and, tom 
mind, very improper legislation. Let us mar 
the boundaries that we have a right to mark; and 
when the people are informed of where the limita- 
tions are, they will neverpass over the limits, and 
none of these unfortunate consequences will ensue. 


| 
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That is the reason I propose the amendment, [t 
is of a practical character. If you admit the State 
with the boundary in the bill, the whole of the 
Indian lands will he overrun; and then, to save the 
lives of the people, and to prevent war, we shall 
be foreed to buy the lands from the Indians: and 
when bought from the Indians, they will take 
their preémptions. It will be that much Positive 
injury to the United States; but yet we shall do 
it, and ought to do it, rather than see our fellow- 
citizens murdered and butchered. But we ought 
not to hold out inducements and false liehts to 
lead them upon these breakers. We ought to 
legislate understandingly; and in no case should 
we violate a treaty stipulation. I venture to say 
that when the Lecompton constitution was : 
ing, the subject was never pressed upon the atten- 
tion of the Senate. If it was, my attention was 
never called toit. Perhaps it will be said, I stultify 
myself; it was my duty to look into it. [| was 
net upon the Committee on Indian Affairs. I had 
not examined the Indian treaties. l ought to haye 
done it, perhaps; but a man has not time to do 
everything. 

Now, with regard to the northern boundary, 
as I said before--and the Senator from Mliinoig 
agrees with me—it would make it a better bound- 
ary. Ifit would make it better, it simply afirms 
the statement I made in my few remarks before, 
to wit: that but Yor the political considerations, | 
believe four fifths of this Senate would vote for it. 
Are we, then, to give wrong boundaries from polit- 
ical considerations? Ought we not rather to look 
to the permanent good of the State, and the per- 
manent peace of the country, in the division of 
the future States ? 

But the Senator is mistaken when he says it 
had the same boundaries in the Lecompton con- 
stitution that it has now. He must have meant, 
I suppose-—for I do not want to do the Senator 
injustice—north and south. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The same now in contro- 
versy, of course. I did not include the western 
| boundary, about which there is ne controversy. 

Mr. GREEN. Exactly; but that takes off one 
third of what was then the Territory, and creates 

| the necessity for supplying that Selcioncy some- 
where else. Thatis the purpose to which I re- 
ferred. The present boundaries, as I propose 
them, are plain, simple, and commodious. They 
insure a population which will be adequate to 
sustain a separate State government. 

As to the subject of what the population was 
when the Topeka constitution was adopted, and 
when the Lecompton constitution was adopted, 
that is an immaterial issue; and when the Sena- 
ator refers to Alabama, to Florida, and to Ohio, 

| as admitted with from thirty to forty and fifty 
thousand inhabitants, while Kansas is now rep- 
resented as having one hundred thousand, he 
overlooks the fact that the ratio of representation 
then was down nearly as low as the population. 
Only a few States came in with less than the ratio 
of representation. Ohio had the ratio of repre- 
sentation with her forty thousand. Kentucky 
had the ratio of representation; Alabama had the 
ratio of representation; Florida had not; so that 
the force of his argument is destroyed by refer- 
ring to the otber additional fact that the law of 
apportionment was different then from what it 1s 
now. : 

However, I shall make no point about the pop- 
ulation; but I will say that this eager anxiety to 
admit the State in a wrong position with an im- 
proper boundary, at a time like this, is to me 
very extraordinary. We have a long petition 

resented by the Senator from Massachusetts, 

Mr. an praying us to relieve them from 
starvation. ow can they eo na a gever= 
ment? Wehave been paying all their expenses. 
We are now paying their expenses—their Legis- 
lature, their leskees, their Governor, and other 
officers—and yet, with all this expenditure trom 
our Treasury, they send up long petitions, and 
send out agents to beg throughout all the States 
for means to subsist upon, That is the popula- 
tion to be forced into the Union to bear the burden 
| of a State government, with improper boundaries, 

and wide are conceded to be improper. Ido 
not see any necessity for this hot haste. I see 
no political consideration to urge it. The Oppo- 
sition, or rather the incoming Administration, 
will have its majority anyhow, and before the 
| meeting of the next Congress, Kansas can be 1n, 


pend- 
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with proper boundaries, It will produce no ex- 
citement, no ill-feeling, no jarring or discordant 
feelings; and why might we not do what our judg- 
ment diciates as right? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. One word in regard to the 
improper boundaries upon which the Senator 





places so much stress. I did not say those bound- | 
aries were improper. So far as the people of Kan- | 
sas themselves are concerned, there is no impro- | 


priety in them, and no inconvenience to those 
wople. There may be an ifconvenience to the 


people of that portion of Nebraska Territory | 


south of the Nebraska river, and the whole incon- 


venience of not including them in Kansas rests | 


upon the people of Nebraska, and not upon the 
people of Kansas. Inasmuch as that question of 
inconvenience affects that people only, and not 
the people within the limits of Kansas, | am will- 
ing to leave that question to be decided by the 
vcople themselves. The inconvenience as to the 
Sadienn is one not feltat all by the people living 
within the present limits of Kansas, but it is con- 
fined to those outside. If those outside desire to 


be admitted, | am willing to relieve them from the | 


inconvenience. If they do not desire it, then I 
shall take it for granted they are better judges of 
what is for their convenience than I am, and I 
shall leave them outside. Hence, I do not admit 
that the boundaries are improper atall. In my 
opinion, it would be wise tor tlie people of that 
poruon of Nebraska to ask for admission into this 


State; and if they do, I shall be ready to grant it 


to them. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I do not desire to enter 
into the issue between the gentlemen on that point; 
but when itis said they have not the amount of 
population to entitle them to a Representative, | 
say, as | understand it, they have. What is the 
amount of population required for a Representa- 
tive now? Ninety-three thousand anda fraction; 


| ine to its own volition. 


and that is not only so for the present Congress, | 


but it is so for the next Congress. They have, 


therefore, now the population that is required for | 
a Representative to this Congress, and for the | 


Congress two years to come. 


Whether, when 


we come to choose a Congress next after that, | 


they will come up to what may be required by 
the apportionment, is another question. | think 
it highly probable they will; but at any rate, for 
to-day and for the present time, and for the present 
Congress and the coming Congress, within these 
boundaries they have the proper population. 


This subject of undertaking to make new bound- | 
aries is worthy of separate consideration... In the |} 
first place, the people of Kansas were told, when | 
the Territory was formed, and they went there | 


and settled, that at the yroper time they should 
be admitted as a State; | 

is, ** with or without slavery, as their constitu- 
tion shall provide.’’ Now, when the time comes, 
as it has, and they have the requisite population, 
and have made their constitution, and it is pre- 
sented here, they are told, ** no; yo@are not to 
be admitted now, though we told you you should 
be, unless you add a part of Nebraska.’’ Ne- 
braska was told the very same thing in the very 
same way; and the proposition now Is to dismem- 
ber that ‘Territory without its consent, and even 


without the consent of the people that are pro- | 


posed to be included, Idonotthink it is dealing 
fairly. It looks asif, come when she may, what- 
ever may be the condition of her circumstances, 
there is always something to objectto. Itis said, 
let them go on; and we will admit them at the 
proper time;”? and an argument is actually re- 
sorted to by taking the advantage of the misfor- 
tunes of that people from the drought of this year. 

Mr. President, the territorial condition is not 
one which it is desirable to extend. It is an un- 
natural condition in our Government. That peo- 


ple have never yet had the advantage of choosing || this amendment, there would not have been a 


their own government, their own executive, or 
having their own judiciary. Although it may be 


¢ . * . | 
said, when you come to view it politically, the in- | 


coming Administration may not differ with them 
so much in relation to the political character of 


the Governors and officers that are set over them, | 


aud they thereby may not be so objectionable, 
still, they are perfectly willing to forego all that. 
They desire to be enabled some time or other, and 
they consider this the proper time, having the pop- 
ulation, to have the privilege of governing them- 
selves in this country, as other people do. [ regard 


these amendments, and the people there ‘cannot | 


beiteve the expression | 


\| ary. 


| a very short time. 


| that admission into the Union. 
| jon was inserted when Missouri was admitted. 


but regard them, as really, in effect, mere continu- 
ations and delays. 

I have a further remark to make in relation to 
Nebraska. The honorable Senator from Illinois 


said he would be willing to leave that question of 


annexation to the people south of the Platte river, 
to say whether they would come in. ‘This pres- 
ent amendment does not provide that at all. But 
it will be recollected that that question deeply in- 
terests the rest of the Territory of Nebraska, 
whether you may take a part of their people south 
of a certain river, and let them go where they 
have a mind, and thus overbalance that Territory 
itself, and delay, for a great and indefinite period 
of time, the chance for their admission, which has 
long since been promised. 

Mr. GREEN. I have but one word to say in 
reply. It is true, under the Louisiana. treaty, 
there was a stipulation that they should be ad- 
mitted as States—and I[ pressed this upon the at- 
tention of Congress two years ago—but the time 
was never named. The circumstances under 


| which they were to be admitted depend upon the 


sound discretion of Congress. Itis also true, that 


the Senator from Illinois takes an improper posi- | 


tion, when he says the people of Kansas are sat- 
isfied with these boundaries, and that he is willing 
to put ina portion of Nebraska, if the people of 
Nebraska are so. Why, sir, when these Terri- 
tories were organized, there was a special provis- 
ion put into the territorial bill, reserving the right 
to change the boundaries as we pleased; and this 
matter of shaping the boundaries of new States 


has always been exercised by Congress, accord- | 


jut has Congress ever as- 
sented to the boundary marked out in the Kansas 
constitution? Not at all. She has shaped her 
boundary different from what we did the bound- 
ary of.the Territory. Now, as she has made a 
change, it is perfectly competent for us to make 
a change; and the only questien is, would it be 
a prudent and a proper disposition of the Terri- 
tory? I think it isa conceded fact. Do we al- 
ways go to consult the people of the Territory as 
to what boundary they shall have? We never 
do. We have never done so in a single instance, 
whether a previous enabling act has been passed 
or not. We consider the question of boundary; 
and if the proposed boundary is such as to meet 
the disapprobation of Congress, it has been the 
uniform practice to change that boundary, and 
resubmit itto them for their approval. If they did 


| not approve it, they did not come into the Union; 


if they did, they were declared admitted. 

This would delay the admission of Kansas but 
We can so shape this bill as 
to say, if the people in the Territory assent to it, 
it shall be the duty of the Executive to declare 
Such a provis- 


It will be complete whenever they assent to the 
propositions that we make. We have taken the 


| responsibility to change their ordinance and their 


propositions for land. The House bill does that; 
nut I do not make any exception to it, for that it 
was competent todo. The ordinance is no part 
of the constitution. But when we change ‘any 


part of the constithtion, it must be resubmitted | 


to them, or they do not assent to do as we do. 
Let us have perfect agreement between the new 
State and the old thirteen and the existing twen- 
ty-nine. Let us have perfect concord and har- 


| mony, and not one branch of the Government, 


the Federal authority, insisting upon one bound- 
ary and the State insisting upon tlre other bound- 
Whose construction will prevail? How 
shall we avoid these Indian conflicts to which I 
have called attention before? These people have 
been invited to go in in consequence of that bound- 
ary. If the boundary had been as I propose in 


white inhabitant now occupying the Indian lands, 
and no danger of their trespassing. 


Mr. COLLAMER. Will the gentleman in- 


| dulge me a moment? 


Mr. GREEN. Yes, sir. 
Mr. COLLAMER. If I recollect the provision 
in their territorial bill, it was that they should be 


admitted with those boundaries or any part there- 
of. 


Mr. GREEN. 


It does not say that; although 
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it says Congress reserves the right to change | 


them as it pleases. 


Mr. COLLAMER. Does it not say: ‘ with 


AAT 


the same boundaries pr any part thereof, shall be 
admitted as a State?’ : 

Mr. WADE. I hope we shall have the ques- 
tion now. It is all understood. 

Mr. GREEN. I will read the bill if there is 
any dispute aboutit. The bill reserved to Con- 
gress the mght to change the boundary. 

Mr. COLLAMER. 

Mr. GREEN. That was the pout L imsisted 
upon. 1} will not detain the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foster 
in the chair.) The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Mis- 
sourl, 

Mr. GREEN. 
nays upon it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and, being 
taken, resulted—yeas 23, nays 31; os follows: 

YEAS—Messtrs. Bayard, Benjamin, Bragg, Bright, Fiteh, 
Greea, Gwin, Hemphill, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson of Ar 
kansas, Johnson of Tennessee, Kennedy, Lane, Mason, 
Nicholson. Pearce, Polk, Powell, Rice, Saulsbury, Stidell, 
and Wigftall—22. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bigler, Bingham, Cain 
eron, Chandler, Clark, Collamer, Crittenden, Dixon, Doo 
little, Douglas, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, 
Hale, Harlan, King, Latham, Morrill, Pugh, Seward, Sim 


mons, Sumner, ‘Ten Eyck, ‘Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, 
and Wilson—3l. 


No doubt of that. 


I desire to have the yeas and 


So the amendment was rejected, 


Mr. FITCH. [I offer an amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is an 
amendment pending, offered by the Senator from 
Missouri, which will be read. 

Mr. GREEN. I desire to make a slight change 
in that before it is presented and voted upon; and 
in the mean time, the Senator from Indiana can 
offer his amendment. 

Mr. FITCH. I have sent the amendment to 
the Clerk’s desk. 

EXECUTIVE BUSINESS. 

Mr. BIGLER. I desire to call attention toan 
order that was adopted in executive session yes- 
terday, by which we agreed to proceed to the 
consideration of executive business at two o’clock 
to-day. ‘That hour has arrived; and I therefore 
make the motion that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

Mr. WADE. I move that we postpone that 
order, and all other orders, to continue the con- 
sideration of this bill, 

Mr. BIGLER. The order that I refer to was 
made in executive session. 

Mr. COLLAMER. That does not make any 
difference. : 

Mr. FITCH. I do not suppose the motion of 
the Senator from Ohio can be entertained in open 
session. ‘The Senator from Ohio will see the im- 
propriety of it. 

Mr. BIGLER. I submit the motion that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 
business, in pursuance of the order made in exec- 
utive session yesterday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania moves, as the Chair under- 
stands, that the Senate now proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

Mr. BIGLER, Certainly; | made that motion. 

Mr. WADE. Is it in order to move to post- 
pone that and all other orders, and continue the 
consideration of this bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is 
of opinion that itis. A special order was made 
yesterday in executive session, and, in the opin- 
ion of the Chair, a motion to postpone the execu- 
tion of that order, and of allother orders, may be 
entertained in open session. 

Mr. WADE. I make that motion. 

Mr. BIGLER. I suggest to the Senator from 
Ohio that it requires no such motion, HE move to 
proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness. I state the fact that the order was adopted 


| in executive session; but itis nevertheless com- 


| is done. 


petent for the body to decide against my motion, 
[ simply submit the motion, and the Senator from 
Ohio will attain his object much more directly by 
voting on that than by moving a postponement. 

Mr. MASON. I suggest to the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, that the order he alludes to was 
made in executive session, and the reason for it 
cannot be spoken of in open session; but the 
Senator has it in his power, by his demand, to 
require that the doors shall be closed for reasons 
that he will communicate to the Senate when it 
The rules of the Senate give that privi- 
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lege to any Senator. He hasa right to require 
that the doors shall be closed. 
Mr. BIGLER. Then, Mr. President, in pur- 


suance of that right, I ask that the doors be 


closed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A special or- 
der was made yesterday in executive session that 
the Senate should proceed to the consideration of 
executive business to-day at two o’clock. The 


Chair is called upon to notice that special order, | 
and must do so; and must therefore order that | 


the galleries be cleared. 

The doors were accordingly closed; and after 
upwards of three hours spent in executive ses- 
sion, they were reopened. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I move that when the Senate 
adjourns, it be to Monday next. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I move that the Senate do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I should like to inquire 
whether the motion that the Senate now adjourn 
takes precedence of the motion that, when the Sen- 
ate does adjourn, it be to Monday ? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Fosten | 
in the chair.) In the opinion of the Chair it does. | 


A motion to adjourn now supersedes a motion that 
when the Senate adjourn it be to meet on Mon- 
day. The question is on the motion that the Sen- 
ate do now adjourn. 


Mr. TRUMBULL called for the yeas and nays; 


and they were ordered; and being taken, resulted 
—yeas 26, nays 25; as follows: 

Y EFAS—Messrs. Anthony, Bingham, Cameron, Chand- 
ler, Clark, Collamer, Dixon, Doolittle, Douglas, Durkee, 
Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hale, Harlan, King, 
Morrill, Seward, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, 
Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson—26. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Bigler, Bragg, Clingman, Crit 
tenden, Fitch, Green, Gwin, Hemphill, Hunter, Iverson, 
Johnson of Tennessee, Kennedy, Lane, Latham, Mason, 
Nicholson, Pearce, Polk, Powell, Pugh, Rice, Saulsbury, 
Slideli, and Wigtall—25. 


So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate 


adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, January 18, 1861. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by Rev. J. Epwarps, of Philadelphia. 

tye ° 

Che Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


Prayer 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Parton, one of their clerks, informing the 
House that the Senate had passed a bill of the 


House to supply deficiencies in the appropria- | 


tions for the service of the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1861, with sundry amendments; in which he 
was directed to ask the concurrence of the House. 

On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, the bill and 
amendments were referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported as truly enrolled the follow- 


ing bills and resolution; when the Speaker signed 


the same: 

An act to authorize the institution of a suit 
against the United States to test the tit to lots 
Nos. 5 and 6, on the hospital square in San Fran- 
cisco; 

An act to continue in force an act therein men- 
tioned, relating to the port of Baltimore; and 

A resolution authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to permit the owners of the steamboat 
John C, Frémontto change the name of the same 
to Horizon. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 
Mr. MOORE, of a 


desire to ask a favor of this House, which I have 
’ 

not heretofore asked, and which [ trust I may 

never regard it as necessary for me to ask again. 

It is, sir, the privilege of making a short personal 

explanation. 

No objection was made. 

Mr. MOORE, of Kentucky. On the 7th day 
of the present month, Mr. Aprain, of New Jer- 
sey, introduced a resolution in the following 
words: 

“ Resolved, That we fully approve of the bold and patriotic 
act of Major Anderson in withdrawing from Fort Moultrie 
to Fort Sumner, and of the determination of the President 
to maintain that fearless officer in bis present position ; and 
that we will support the President in all constitutional 
measures to enforce the laws and preserve the Union.” 


Mr. Speaker, I | 


__ 1 


| promise what, in the end, some may think we will 
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When that resolution was introduced, I thought 
it uncalled for and unnecessary; but I hesitated 

before I could vote against a resolution of that 

character. We proposed to divide it, that we 

might indorse Major Anderson, and vote against | 
the residue; which was refused. I revolved it, | 
however, in my mind, giving it all the consider- || 
ation that I could in the brief period allowed be- || 
tween the introduction of the resolution and the 
time when we were called to vote upon it. I con- 
cluded that while | could fully and freely indorse 
the action of Major Anderson, an act justified by 
the laws of self-defense, if not by the orders of | 


the War Department—that which had passed, |; 
and which we fully and completely understood— || 


I could not vote to indorse every act that the || 


President in the future might regard as his con- 
stitutional — in carrying out the laws and pre- 
serving the Union, todo. I cannot in advance 


indorse his acts. While, sir, lam for the Union, |) 





and while in saying that I believe that I repre- 


. » - ' 
sent the sentiment of Kentucky, I looked upon '| ation of this thing. 


the action of the southern States as of that mag- |! 


nitude that required us at least to pause and hes- | 
itate for a moment ere we would peril the whole 
nation, and plunge it into a general conflagration | 
and a general internecine war. I thought that we 
should hesitate before saying that we would | 
indorse every act of the President of the United 
States for the purpose of enforcing the laws and | 
carrying out the principles of the Constitution. | 
1 am not one of those, Mr. Speaker, who believe | 
in the right of a State to secede from the Union. 
I regard that as the greatest heresy that ever 
received the countenance and indorsement of a | 
political party. I approve of the resolution upon | 
that subject, passed by the Legislature of Ken- 
tucky in 1833,in which Legislature were then the | 
wisest of Kentucky’s statesmen, and which is as | 
follows: 


“5. That the people of the United States have a deep in- || 


| 
| 
terest in the perpetuity and integrity of the Union, and an 
undoubted right to preserve it; and the right of secession, | 
asserted by the ordinance, is not only unauthorized by the | 
Constitution, but is repugnant to its letter and spirit.” 
I do not believe that any State has a constitu- | 

| 


tional right to secede; but all must recognize the | 


right of revolution—the right of submitting to the | 
arbitrament of the sword oppression upon one side, || 


and independence and freedom upon the other, | 
whenever oppression becomes intolerable — I do | 
not believe that the time has come in the history of | 
this country when we should resort to means so 
dreadful, so full of disaster and catastrophe; but I | 
do believe that it is not right, at the present time, 
to send reinforcements to the forts in South Car- 
olina or the other southern States, but that we 
should first endeavor, at least, to obtain by com- 


be under the necessity of taking by force. 
I should not, Mr. Speaker, have conceived it 


GLOBE. 





to be my duty to have made this explanation had 
it not been that, from various parts of my dis- 
trict, I have received letters from some of the most 
respectable of my constituents, saying that my 
vote against the resolution of Mr. Aprain was 
condemned, from the fact that they did not under- 
stand the motives which pgompted me to vote 
against it. I said upon that occasion: 

“If this resolution were confined to Major Anderson, I 


for the residue of that resolution. Hence, I vote ‘ no.’ ”” 


I thank the House for its courtesy. 

Mr. EDWARDS. [I call for the regular order 
of business. 

Mr. BURCH. 
of the House to have printed an amendment which 
I propose to offer to House bill No. 728. 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. 


EBEN ADAMS. 


should vote for it with great pleasure; but T cannot mr 


The SPEAKER stated the regular order of | 


business to be the consideration of bill of the 
House (No. 833) for the relief of Eben Adams; 
upon which the previous question was ordered 
yesterday, 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed, and read || 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- | 


ingly read the third time, and passed. 


M r. DUELL moved to reconsider the vote by | 


which the bill was passed; and also moved to lay || 


the motion to reconsider upon the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


PRINTING OF TESTIMONY. 


[ask the unanimous consent | 








January 18. 
olution, to which I hope there will be no objec 
tion. 

TheSPEAKER. Letithbe read forinformation. 

The resvlution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be instructed 
to inquire and report, without delay, why the order of the 
House, adopted December 12, 1860, requiring the printing 
of the testimony in the contested-election case of Willian. 
son against Sickles has not been executed. 

Mr. HINDMAN. I objectto that resolution. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 1 ask the 


| gentleman from Massachusetts to permit me to 


amend the resolution by directing inquiry also as 
to why the Congressional Directory has not been 
printed. 

Mr. DAWES. I think that this is of more 


importance than anything else. Itaffeets the right 


_ of a member to his seat on this floor, and is there- 


fore a privileged question. I ask the adoption of 
the resolution, and move the previous question 
upon it. 

Mr. HINDMAN. 


I objected to the consider- 


The SPEAKER. The Chair considers the 


| resolution as in the nature ofa privileged question, 


affecting the right of a member of this House to 


his seat. 


The previous question was seconded, and the 


/main question ordered; and under its operation 


the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. DAWES moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was adopted; and also moved 
to lay the resolution on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CALL OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. EDWARDS. I now demand the regular 


| order of business. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
ness is the call of committees for reports of a pri- 


| vate nature. 


The SPEAKER proceeded to call committees 
for such reports, beginning with the Committee 


| of Elections. 


SUTLIFF & CASE. 

Mr. HALE, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported a bill for the relief of Sutliff & Case: 
which was read a first and second time, referred 
to a Committee of the Whole House, and, with 


| the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


: ISAAC H. RANDALL. 
Mr. TAPPAN, from the same committee, re- 
ported back, with a recommendation that it do 
ass, an act (S. No. 300) for the relief of Isaac H. 
Randall; which was referred to a Committee of 
the Whole House, and ordered to be printed. 


M. C. MORDECAI. 


Mr. ADAMS, of Kentucky, from the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads, reported 
a bill to corfipensate M. C. Mordecai for certain 
services; which was read a first and second time, 
referred t Committee of the Whole House, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed, 

HEIRS OF JOHN ROBERTS. 


Mr. BRIGGS, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief of the 
| heirs of John Roberts, deceased, late a surgeon 
in the revolutionary war; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to a Committee of the 
| Whole House, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 


CLAIM OF GEORGE FISHER. 
Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 


call up a report presented by me some ten days 
since from the Committee on Indian Affairs; and 








I ask the attention of the House to it at this time. 
| It is a joint resolution repealing a resolution 
relating to the claim of George Fisher, late of 
Florida, deceased, approved June 1, 1860. 

The joint resolution was read. It rescinds a 
resolution entitled “ A resolution relating to the 
claim of George Fisher, late of Florida, deceascd, 


| passed at the first session of this Congress, and 

approved June 1, 1860;”’ and it makes nulland void 

| the same and all proceedings under it. é 
The question being on ordering the resolution 

to be engrossed and read a third time, 

| Mr. EDWARDS. I ask the attention of the 


| House to this subject. The resolution relates to 
a private claim; but, unlike our general legisla- 


Mr. DAWES. | ask permission to offer a res- || tion, Which is usually to allow private claims, 0! 
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